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PREFACE. 
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The Public will probably be gratified in 
having the opportunity now afforded them 
of perusing the Evidence in detail, as deli- 
vered before the Committee of the House of 
Commons on Dr. Jenner's application to 
Parliament respecting his Discovery of Vac- 
cine Inoculation. This would have appeared 
at an earlier period, had not unavoidable 
circumstances occurred to delay its publi- 
cation. 

Not to seem wholly deficient in the 
knowledge of a subject of so great import- 
ance, and to give additional weight and con- 
sequence to the observations that ensue, I 
beg leave to submit to the reader the result 
of my own practice in vaccination. From 
a long residence in Gloucestershire, I was 

a 3 well 
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well acquainted with the fact, that the cow- 
pox, casually contracted from the animal, 
"was a preservative against the small-pox ; 
and with this conviction I did hot hesitate 
to commence vaccination the earliest oppor- 
tunity that presented itself, after my relative. 
Dr. Jenner, had perfected his experiments, 
and given their happy result to the world. 
^ From the year 1799 to the present period 
I have vaccinated nearly 5 000 persons, with- 
out having zvitnessed any ill consequence 
it/rising from it. 

It will be needless for me to go into ge- 
neral detail; but feeling particularly inte- 
rested in the welfare of my native village, 
Bnrbage, in the county of Wilts, I there 
first began my operations. 

Upon inquiry, I found that not more than 
300 of the inhabitants, consisting of upwards 
of 1000 in number, had had the small-pox; 
consequently, a wide field was open before 
me to exemplify the utility of vaiccine ino- 
culation : but the hopfc I entertained of exe- 
2 outing 
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eutittg the plan I had formed, accotding to 
my wishes, was at first a little damped by 
the difficulty of convincing people of the 
efficacy of the practice, and of persuading 
them to adopt it The fears of some, and 
the prejudices of others, held out for a con- 
siderable time against every argument. At 
Iength> however, previous to my leaving the 
village for a short time, I prevailed on twenty 
individuals to be vaccinated. Upon my re- 
turn, some months after, I found that the 
small*pox had been casually introduced by 
a boy who caught the infection at Bristol^ 
and communicated it to a numerous family 
of his relatives. Part of this family I had 
before vaccinated, and these, to the amount 
of four or five, performed the offices of nurses 
and attendants, and slept in the same room 
with the others labouring under the natural 
sjnall-pox ; they were not however in any 
degree affected by the contagious effluvia ; 
while every one of those who had not been 
vaccinated caught the small-pox; and one of 
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t]^^mi d^j^ This circums|:aiEK|Qe> w^e it 
aiUfiQGdi the rest of tl^ YiUagf^^p gftlif€^ tl^em 
pf^fleqt coB^dpnce in the profeeetiy« pQ:^^$ 
of the caw-pox, and they wew. qaw esg!^; 
to ]^ yaf?cinated. Apcordiogly, I pi^oicwr^d 
so0^ Ya^cioj? viru?, and inpcufeit^d twenty 
i^pjre jjprspns ; and as sopix as I was satis- 
fi^of a sufficient supply of newly-formed 
TX^^iti^Va I appointed a day foi: a general inr 
oQulatipn^ The language of persuai^on was. 
Hft longer necessary — ^the confident rustics- 
qi4iclMy flocked around m^, begj^g with the 
qpiost earnest solicitation the protection o£ 
tiljie cow-pox. I had now a fair opportunity 
not only of foUowii^, but of shewing the: 
iiecessity of a strict observance of the rule 
laid down by Dr, Jenner, in his " Instructions, 
for the Practice of Vaccine Inoculation/* 
namely, " Never to take matter aetsb^ 

THE EIGHTH OR NINtH DAY OP THE MSEASE, 
QR AFTER THE AREOLA ROUND THE PUSTULE 

WAS FULLY FORMED." With virus of thc 

eighth ds^j, I vaccinated ttao' hundred and 

.4 thirty* 
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/Jbirfy^Q^gf^ pcnons^ aiid iMd tb« 9al!p»to)Mi: 
tfi c^seffiw t2ie eompkte ^ect prodwitA m 
evevjr indiiddaal. Witibi that ef tho /^wtftr 
dajr I vaecwatod seventy othera, but 'm VMi 
j^&.of .tin ttumber its insertion Imd n»^ 
feet: The rest however had the disQMQ pffCri 
fbcdy. With matter of the fourteenth imfr 
\ inoculated thirty^ mor^ on ene\ htdf ^. 
whom no e£Bbct was produced, except that: 
oecasiQned fo)r the mere pmicture of thR 
laoLcet. Some o£ the rest had the genniiuS. 
pufitale, whilirthe remainder had an ineffir* 
cadons or spurious pustule only. These 
last, after a lapse of a few days, were re-ino^ 
culated with perfect success. Whenever I 
met with any material irregularity in: the 
appeacance of the pustule^ I noted the cir- 
Constance, and repeated the operation/ an4i 
ray.efiprts generally proved successful in pco- 
dudng' the true disease. In a few QOnstir-^ 
ttitions, however, owing to soipe unlmownr 
peculiarity^, the virus failed of exciting anjf 
^«iififi:actiiQ>ji.Qn tiieL system, and no efff^ 

(.:: beyond 



beyond that of a local imperfect pustule Was 
produeed* Two of these anoinaloos cases 
were sul»sequc«tly put to the test of varioloui^ 
ibatter^ but were found to be equally un^ 
stisc^tible of its action. I was then igno- 
rant that herpetic eruption? will often pre- 
tipnt the infection of both smalI-»pox and 
oow*pox ; a disCQverjr which Yii. Jenner - 
bas since happily made and communicated 
to the Public in the Medical and Physical 
Journal for August 1 804, and which is of 
infinite importance to the medical world— 
to this cause I have now little doubt but 
these anomalous cases were to be attributed. 
The vaccination of the whole parish was 
at length completed ; and not long after I 
had finished my work, my patients had a 
fresh proof of the security afforded them. 
Some itinerant gypsies contracted the small* 
pox in their travels, and sickened in the 
village. An unrestrained intercourse was 
fcept up between these unfortunate wan- 
depers and the numerous inhabitants^ but 
.. . no 
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no ill consequence ensued. From that, 
period to the present, I have persevered in 
the vaccine practice; and by a scrupulous 
attention to the maxims of Dn Jenner, have 
had the happiness to find my labour^ 
crowned with undeviating success. 

Notwithstanding therefore the cavils that 
have lately been renewed by certain ignorant 
or prejudiced individuals against the vaccine 
inoculation, I trust that the impartial and 
philanthropic will continue to feel an un- 
shaken confidence in its merits ; that they 
will recollect the severe scrutiny it under- 
went, and the solemn sanction it received 
from the British Legislature ; which has 
since been confirmed by the unanimous tes^ 
timony of the whole civilized world * ; they 

will 

* Amongst the other innumerable testimonies froni'ever/ 
part of Europe, from Asia, Africa, and America, the follow- 
ing passages extracted from Mens. Chaptal's (Minister o{ the 
Interior) Address to the Prefects, concerning a plan for the ex- 
termination of the small-pox in France by means of vaccina- 
tion^ are very striking : 

*^ The numerous experiments instituted in France during 

the 
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will thefl, 1 trust, feel it their duty to em- 
ploy their utmost influence to check such 
flitile, yet pernicious objections, and thereby 
atfibrd the same prospect to this country, 
which others have already nearly realized, 
of completely exterminating that most fatal 
scourge of the human race — the small-pox. 

the dpace of four years^ prove, in the most incontestable man* 
ner, that the cow-pox is a security against tlie small-pox, by 
tf process as certain in its effects, as it is mild and simple in ittf 
operation. Its success is established by more than a hundred 
thousand facts, verified by the Central Committee. During 
the four years that this committee have pursued, with no les^ 
zeal than impartiality, the progress of vaccination, not a single 
feet has occurred that* could shake tlie public confidence. It 
ilas been proved^ that all which has been written to the contrary ^ 
hcLSl been the result of ignorance or of falsehood,** -^et Medical 
and Physical Jow^l fot May 1805. 
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The ODmmi^te^ ^^Y^^ff P??*? Q^- Jc^P^f w^sNo. z< 
called upon for His evidenqe, which he delivered 
in the forai of ^ printed paper, as f9liows : 
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My inquiry into fh? nature of tl\e ^ow-pox 
commenced upwards of twenty-five years asfo. 
My attentioi^ to fhis lingular disease wajs fij^t ex- 
cited by ol^seryi^g, that among jthoge whom \n the 
country I was frequently called upon jto inoculate, 
3m^y resisted evpry effort to give theip the sm^ll- 
pojc, The^e patjents I found h<^d undergone a 
^isease they caljed the cow-pox, contr^ctpd by 
milkine: cows affected witli a peculiar eruption on 
their teats. Op inquiry, it appeared that it had 
been. kno\^ among the dairies time imipeinoriaL 
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and that a vague opinion prevailed that it wis a 
preventive of . the smaH-pcne. Tkis opinion I 
found was, comparatively, new among them ; for 
all the older farmers declared they had no such 
idea in their early days : a circumstance that 
seemed easily ^ to be' accounted for, from my 
knowing that the common people were very rarely 
inoculated for the small-pox, till that practice was 
rendcired- general by the improved method . intro- 
duced by the Buttons : so that the working people 
in the dairies were seldom put to the test of the 
preventive powers of the cow-pox. 

In the course of the investigation of this sub- 
ject, which, like all others of a complex and in- 
tricate nature, presented many difficulties, I found 
' * that some of those who seemed to have undergone 
Ifhe cow'poxy nevertheless, on inoculation with the 
small-pox, felt its influence just the same as if no 
disease had been communicated to them by the 
cow. This occurrence led me to make inquiry 
among the practitioners in the country around ipe, 
few of whom were imacquainted with the disease, 
but all agreed in this sentiment, tliat the cow-pox 
was not to be relied upon as 4, certain preventive 
of the small-pox. This for a while damped, but 
did not extinguish, my ardoiu* ; for as I proceeded, 
I had the satisfaction to learn that the cow was 
-subject to some varieties of spontaneous eruptions 
uponjier teats ; that they were all capable of com* 

rwimicating sores to the hands of the milkers' ; 

^ •■ • • • » _ 

and 



and that whatever sore was derived from the ani- 
mal^ was called in the dairy the cow-pox. Thus 
I surmounted a great obstacle^ and in consequence 
was led to form a distinction between these dis- 
tsses, one of which only I have denominated the 
trme, the other the spurious, cow-pox ; the latter 
not possessing any specific power over the consti- 
tution. This impediment to my progress was not 
long removed^ before another, of &r greater mag- 
nitude in its appearance^ started up. Hiere were 
not wanting instances to prove^ that when the 
true cow-pox broke out among the cattle at a 
dairy^ a person who had milked an infected ani- 
mal, and had thereby apparently gone through the 
disease in common with others, was liable to re- 
odve the small-pox afterwards. This, like the 
former obstacle, gave a painful check, to my fond 
and a^iring hopes : but reflecting that the opera- 
tions of Nature are generally uniform, and that 
it was not probable the human constitution, having 
undergone the cow-pox, should in some instances 
be perfectly shielded from the small -pox, and in 
many others remain unprotected, I resumed my 
labours with redoubled ardour. The result was 
fortunate ; for I now discovered that the virus of 
cow-pox was liable to undergo progressive changes 
from the same causes precisely as that of Small- 
pox ; and that when it was applied to the human 
skin in its degtenerated state, it would produce the 
ulcerative effects in as great a degree as when it 

B 2 was 



whs n6t diieernposed, attd sometimes fir grfat^ |^ 
birt- having lost ifs spe^j^ifmpisrties^ It y^^AVitiiti: 
pable of producing that ihafige upon the hihmnf 
frame which is requidte'to render^t unsiis(le|itibiq^ 
of tlie varidous contagion; do that it feep^kjnfN 
evident a person mi^ht milk a cow one tl8j*>' 4»dvi 
having eaught the disease, * be fiar • ever wwmfc 
vrhile anothier person, mllkiiag' the saind cow Ibfti 
next day, might feel t\\^ influence of the. vifna in! 
^uch a way as to product ^ sore o(r sores, a»d iflir 
conseqwence of this mfght experience ari ^odisport 
^ion to a considerable extent ; yit, 03 haa hf^i^ 
observed, Ute^ specific quality being lost> the QQIV; 
stituticSri wmild receivQ no peculiar impre^jfioift. ' ; 
Here the close analogy between tlie Yirua ^ 
small-pox and' of cow-pox becomes I'em^l^^iUly' 
comspicttous ; since the fqrmer, \\\\^tx taic^n fl>9ift 
a recent ^istnle a^ immddiately used^, giVe^th^; 
perfect small-pox to the person on whom It isinrt 
ciculated ; biit when taken in a far adi'anced stagd; 
of tlie disease, or when (although taken eoAy^ 
previously to its hiscrtion, it be exposed to siidi 
agents as, according to the established laws of N»f - 
hire, cause its decompositi(in, it ean no longer^te 
relied on as effectual. Iliis observation will foUy* 
explain the source of those errors which have been- 
<?onnnitteil by miany iiKKHilators of the cow-pox* . 
Goneeiving the whole process to be so extremely 
fnmple as not to admit of a mistake, they have 
iJecn heedfcas about -the state ^of tlie vaccine virus; 
^' >' 5 -i and 
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'iftndilig k'iinn^di %S'fftFt ^ it-woU be, evcBuin.an 
aiyftnced sta^ t>f. the fmstuliiy when the greater 
portion has iieto cpiv^erted into a scab^ thej^. have 
felt an uiipro^ler eonfideftpe>..And sometimes niU-- 
tsdsen H ipiiriQ^fl pUrtille^ >hi/(;h'the vac^ne fluid 
In this {State ia feapul^ld of €;&citing, for that whic^h 
^ssasse^ the peHeot.-chaTapter. ,.^ 

'■■• •>t>iuSing the investigation, of .the x^asual cow-pox, 
*I «9Cis istMBk with thti i^ that it migl^t be practi- 
' «t(ble to propagate the disease by inoculation, 
' 4^ur the nmnaer of ih^ small-pox^ Jirsl from ihe cowj 
''H^ fi^if ;fixmt one humiiH ^eing to 42nolher. I anx- 

* toualy waited gOHie lime . fefr an opportunity of 

- ^tdug thift theory to the test. AtJbngth the 
/period wimtAi The iifst ^xpenHient iwas 4nade 
"li^li.a iad of the ndme <$f Phipps, in the spring 

l^the year .17^, in "^Miose arm a little vaccine 
f^f^t^ KUasiiisdrted, taken kpm jthe hoiid of a youQg 
^v^^iffi "idio .haiA beto aeoideilttailly infac^ted ^y; a 

* ^ScfWi ^ (^io6M^iItadtldmg if he . resfi^bknoe i^^hi^h the 
{Klslttd^, 4ii{ft6'/e8)cifced on ti^ejlpy^s.^n^) .^f^.^ito 

'•"Vtaiblbas uMseulaiion, ;^.et^^.^ in^U^^sitM)p;),j^t- 

'' llslMtil«g it'>ms!l)arefy :p6roeplth)9> J '<K>ul(y;(^4^Iy 

^^iSiftUftife 9tfy9£M -the patierit w(^: aeQiir^;f£d{nvt}ie 

* «li^i3pb«.' t.ife^vwfirv :^.Th}ft.:b^ni^ ^^ficidjij^d 

- Mkiffis:: nHktfaakiaflerwBsidi^ * 'H^:firQt)^c}.'4f^M^^K^ 
.*2«bmf?*4 Jj'Iliia-tiibeiad^^ ; 

^ ♦ Tlu^vl>^T^ w^8 again lapcuUtjd nearly fixe years aftcrw^ds 
^ Wi<» Tanolous matteh Bui^^^ <dii^ef^ t^it^h'if^t^^ i. 
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and as soon as I could again furnish myself with 
virus from the cow, I made an arrangement for 3 
series of inoculations. A number of children 
were inoculated in succession, one from the other; 
and after several months had elapsed, they were 
exposed to the infection of the small-pox ; some 
by inoculation, others by variolous effluvia, and 
some in both ways ; but they all resisted it. The 
result of these trials gradually led me into a wider 
field of experiment, which I went over not only 
with great attention, but with painful solicitude. 
This became universally kno\\-n through a Treatise 
published in June 1798. The result of my fur- 
ther experience was also brought forward in subse- 
quent publications in the two succeeding years, 
1799 snd 1800. The distrust and scepticism 
which naturally arose in the minds of medical men, 
on my first announcing so unexpected a discover)', 
has now nearly disappeared. Many hundreds of 
them, from actual experience, have given their at- 
testations that the inoculated cow-pox proves a 
perfect security againet the small-pox ; and I shall 
probably be within compass if 1 say, thousands 
are ready to follow their example ; for the scope 
that this inoculation has now taken is immense. 
An hundred thousand persons, upon the smallest 
computatiwi, have bfeen inoculated in these realms. 
The numbers who have partaken of its benefits 
throughout Europe and other parts of the globe 
are incalculable : and it now becomes too manifest 

to 
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to admit of controversy^ that the annihilation* of 
the small-pox^ the most dreadful scourge of the 
human species^ must be the final result of this 
practice. 



Dr. Ash, Fellow rf th Royal College of Piysidans^ No. 2, 

called in and examined. 

Q. Was you appointed one of the Raddifie tra* 
yelling physicians ? 

ji. I was ; and in consequence of that appoint- 
ment resided abroad five years. 

Q. Durii^ that residence did you hear of the 
vacdne inoculation ? 

ji. I quitted the continent in the year 1796 ; 
but as^ since that time, I have been in corre*^ 
^spondenoe with medical men in different parts of 
Edrc^, I should not have been ignorant of any 
medical discovery which might have been made on 
the continent. To the best of my knowledge, 
the vaccine inoculation was totally unknown on the 
continent tilhafter the publication of Dr. Jenner^s 
works. I believe the first inoculation £rom the 
cow-pox was in Germany, in the b^ginningof the 
year 1800, with matter received from England. 
The practice was propagated ovet the north pf 
Crermany, and soon afler throughout the whole 
country. The cow-pox inoculation has now been 
received in most parts of Europe, and has hein 
considered as a system exclusively introduced by 

B 4 Dr. 
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m'r^y parte liy tM^'hj(Mo?^l!he 9UtH6t; ^a^^ 

Q. What is the general opinion of its"iffe^ffl3 
on the continent ? "*"' " 

-^.. Public opinions have Ijeen delivered by the 
{)nysici^$ 6^" Parrs, of SCrermariy, 6^ firu'^eiS, '6^ 
Cjeneva, and many other parts oi tiurope ; and 
sfil* 'if^bikmeih ^-ti'inpf lfeV8i5iM)fe teAhe 
practice of the vaccine inoculatidrtift''ii^yIr8*|j%(?K 
-•%;8ySi 'j^Aif 'fattk>»--1fi«r«i''3^=sfe^ft5piv in 
practice in England-?' '* '^ '' • ;; ;>••. -.;.■'•• -..7 

•' '{^'' A8Tc8flM(ferfed-i¥'a «J«o^ Sf'ih^ fii^est 
importance, I have endeavouV«F'tefpW''aS"l»86H 
!rfeitfjaT58ft 8ft tfife fei^ Ss lti'wfe>*'fo)^ pWer 
•^ '6ftaft. I jiai^ iein - ?nSBy ^eS?* lielfel^ 
. 'H?itt meS^^^Wxi" atia^h^ttj-ka'tte BRi!*gft<Hf 
Wrf dttrrt-Hibciaatda '^ttiit; ' ' • •'f"-' ' ^'^-^ 

■'Jf. My 6xti\ 'd^MlBA felri$Hy-|5^aiM6fe-ta'#, 

^ fmnhkm w^- U ^gvid^c^ -is ' kiiteieh'f *% 

'^e^e mm 'the ihifculdttd MjA1U^65; ''sfiift'KaS 

^tt^y 'tiiver yfet bfe&fi Mha 'td' *« fftdf- b -s?!^ 

W^fflftaftfe*. ■ Bej^a^ .|!»6 'ofl!^ tl?hrjihlagei^ "it 
liofestfss^ oV*r Ihfe ?itt)<itf|{ttbd sttfei^i^x", rt fe fft/t 
•Ic^bliS tef b«hg eottiihriViibalt^a IJ/" coi^ljrgrbn. 
'"SPftiit it ii iJi ef!fet?<(ril hhd JjetnifeVWit ^iccttrity to 
■tfie ei3ii^!«Hofi ^SS^ 'tHfe ihialf-pfei -Ihte body 

■•-' * * of 



ffMc apj^l^i \»m% i'Aly coin^^t&ni toestaUiith. 
* ^. D^ ybti thitik (be« his tiieen ^tifficieiit ex- 
fiS&i^ «f mk ^ikdV'^ t6 prohdtd)c6 that peN 
•Mis v^h hifb tX^^ dfOceMed with the vtiedvie 
matter, will contiftil* diiiifig Kfe ihfeipkblfe of rfet- 
ceiving the small-pox infection ? 

u4. I am of opinion, that when we combine the 

^Cfi&^s^h^t h^y^ "beei* published/ in whicb the easvvil 

cow-pox nas protected the cpnstitution from the 

infection of the small-pox for more than fifty years, 

"WiOi ttfe ifettftcftis^ hddy of e*pfe*nttitfe which ttave 

^eehiriide''smtfe*fe*tfodut^ df the cbw-pok 

inoculation, there seems to be hardly room fdr 

any rational doubt on the subject ; hor is a ttm- 

'ftitaif ^SSf^t upoh rite *coAsMlnttdh agreeable to 

any analogy suggested by diseases of a sittiilai" 

yim^^ ' '• •■■ ■' ' 

^''•■*§;- ife j^5;itc^J\K\^%et^ inoculation of thb 
iift^flfe Whaler <tr}ft^.Sdpers«fe thfc ■*inall-pox in thie 
•\tttfbj^\fray9 - ■■ 

' ■•t/t.-'M KJA'-aS fhy fcndwfed^d "goes I believe it 
'•^^M.. iMikvt-trtm the fads with which \^ 

are acquaintedy thtft ttiitii the cow-pox has com- 
^terits-*ifi*e; ft;#iU »tA iccuit the constitution 

against th& fttf&itifelh oJF tibe sMnaH-po!s:. " 
*- K^/ntbfOA "feKftv (thy ctfscs-fti which t^hi.^'ino- 
"ttlttidh ifs krpp6feeSl tbMve stirred othel- htirhotifs 
»'irt'lhte ^cAstiftftTeA^WAch "dfd not appbhr before ? 

j4. From the gertertil tVifltnce of feets it "wdtild 
' ■ . appear 
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4appear that tl^c cow-pox has less tendency to pre* 
duce that effect, than the inoculated small-pox^ 
which has sometimes been known to leave behini^ 
it a disposition to scrofula and other complaintei. 
'As hr as my own experience goes the vaccine ino« 
culatiOn leaves none. — ffisbdrew^ 



No. 3. Dr. Bradlsv, Fellow of the Royal College ofPhy^ 

sicians^ called in and examined. 

« 

Q. Are you in the habit of receiving commu**' 
nications from the faculty on the continent^ and in 
this kingdom ? 

ji. Constantly. 

Q. What is their opinion of the vatcine ino» 
culation ? 

^. I have received accounts from Cambridge 
near New York, and Philadelphia in America^ and 
Germany, in all which the experience of the Eng** 
lish practitioners is entirely confirmed ; and I have 
strong grounds to believe it is also introduced into 
Turkey, as will appear from the following ©ctracta: 

[Boois deUvertd i^. j 

Q. Whom do you look upon as the original 
discoverer of this mode of treatment ? 

A. Certainly Dr. Jenner ; and I believe no me- 
dical man in the world doubts it, and that in my 
extensive correspondence no. person has put in a 
claim to .priority. — H^Ubdrew. 

Mr. 
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Mr. H0ME9 Surgeon^ called m arid examined^ No. 4. 

; Q. At what period were you first made ac- 
quainted with the vaccine inoculation ? 

A. In some part of the year 1788 Dr. Jenner 
presented to Mr, Hunter a drawing of a finger, 
on which there was a pustule formed by the vac- 
one matter, and at that time Dr. Jenner pro- 
posed to Mr. Hunter the vaccine inoculation as a 
mode of preventing the small-pox ; which draw- 
ing Mr. Hunter at the time shewed to me, men- 
tioning Dr. Jenner^s proposition. At that time 
Mr. Hunter's opinion was, that Dr. Jenner should 
prosecute the inquiry, as it was too new for him to 
form an opinion upon. My own opinion is best 
stated by saying, I have inoculated one of my 
own children with it, and am satisfied with its 
being perfectly secure. When I have been called 
]]qpon to inoculate children of delicate constitu- 
tion fw the small-pox I have objected to it, and 
used my influence in favour of the vaccine inocu- 
lation, in wfadch I have always succeeded, consider- 
ing that in sudi children the risk of the small-pox 
was too great to he hazarded. 

Q. Can the vaccine inoculation excite or create 
a predispiDsition to any other disease ? 

w^. In my judgment I can form no idea how it 
idiould, as it disturbs the constitution less than al- 
most any other disease. The great advantage o^ 
the vaccine inoculation over that of the small-pox 

is. 



hj 'that the constkutien is less liafclejp beimpaired 
by it, and therefore less liaole to rail into any 
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No. 5. S/r Walter Farcuujar ^^//rJ //; ari^ exatjuned. 

<?. Did yofl iev^ he{a- fcf.-thb^Tacflm^.dioettb- 
f'tfan-^fevteti^y WiU iiftt*(idM6tiohrbyl5rv.f(fatijeq? 

• J*. Never.* *r^' ■•'• r-' ■ • ' ■ ^=^'- 

Q. Hfeye yt^i evcf &(leli -diiy. c;si»ts '^^ 
thitt a pefson Whd his ^nde?gt[5tt?6 thid- flrr<»te:()f 
treatifrieftt is- iieAdefed tittmig(5^^bte'(rf* tht'^si^ 

■{)dx?' . - .' — .. .. ■/ ■ ■ .ij 

-^. I oettfeJnly h&y^^ and^ift fifp^ <mti ifafliRly |5at- 

ti^culaTlyi I had two gi-at^ciiildreritli^efc'-h&d Hot 

had the sinal^jpoht ^, %he elfcst %t^s ' irtiiftcttfetcri in 

♦ the limial tnat4h*r> the yovftig(>s?r ^8 deirt ©at i)f 

the hotrsfe to dA Attirt'sy arid V^^i tMCAilk^ tMi 

tlie vafccine mdttt^h' The • tW^' -^^ ^he • dfaorte 

-'irtth ^ery faT^ifrfbl^ ^pj)0ira?iw fti^^stj'ltet^t 

; I^ very viotetitfyj ^ith a t«^iiAadhte^rt|>(^ 

> ^d accom|>al^ieS with ^)lk[^^S«(«^ ^i* ' ^e 

youngest went throiigh4h^-Vffcfciiife-teot5utatldtt iii 

Hh^ ea^est ttianrklr pdl»^t)l@^ ^^d 'iQ)dh tli^ ti^lfth 

day from the moo^ilatk)!^ Wfe fe*ottgfeit Jiptfte/.gi«d 

iiv^ed with \m br6*ef with «Jilr smrtl^x fcri^ion 

th^n out, without ^y gy^^ldtifi <^ C^l^hitlg My 

tofrhplaifit. • * < 

' Q. Which lis, \ti ydtti-^il^^.lh^ m^ 19l% 

t- to 



\ 



to ^tK; 4f t!P<)V.4ls!?a^ in the h>«n«n framp-rthc 
vaccine or the small-pox inocuiatioD ? 

A. The small-pox inoculation without a dpi^bt. 
/ Q,: .Dp y w <po|ic<2ive that fmy very great ^- 

vaf)jl;9g^ w41 ^ 4f^riiVe4 Iron) this discover}' of Pr. 
Jenner's ? 

. ^« ][ thm]^ it tha gr^tesl: discovery t)iat has 

Q. Do you think that Dr. Jenner, by fnakij^ 
th^ 4if<^V^y public^ suflcr^ hia Q\\i3i p^^ivfite ^d- 
ViMftt^E^-^ giv^, >vay tg t^ie public benefit ? 

A. I certainly do ; and beg fe^ve to rcl^ what; 
passed bet>\'een Mr. Ciiue and uiysejf onthe sub- 
3aQt. Wl^ it was; ftic%t communicated t^ jnciby 
Mr* Cline, I entertained dojabts j^ei^pegting U^ and 
said, if Dr. Jenner is confidwt of its s^icccss, 
ff^' W^^V^ coi»9 \^ :towq aiid resale in Qfosvci^or 

if he allowed the secret to be divulge45 ^vw)i 
pfaetitiopfT would ^gpt hpl4 ^^ it^v^s it was so ea-* 
filly ^fe «a4 l)e woul4 lose 41 ch^W^ of <>mo^ 
}(mi«aiH» Pr.;i$on^F'if af^^rweir wa^, th^t ks '•j^c^tld 
frQfefHt$ Mf ^isiHfi^^ery /a ferfsciipn k^fgre k^ ^mJd^ 
quU his present situation ; by which I aiti of opi-i 
nion he has actually lost the opportunity <?f in^kjung 

QiJ^ you thil^^ that the v^i»e inapvd^ij^ 
k ^i^pi^ifiifi^p^t: security against variolous infaptioi^^ 

A. Hitherto, as far as I have seen, it fafs )peen 
ee : tima only can decide i^. ^ 

: , Q- Have 
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Q. Have you ever seen any instance in whidi it 
has proved fatal ? 

A. I never did. 

Q. Of the number inoculated with the small-- 
pox, and treated in the best manner, how many 
usually die ? , 

A. The greatest computation is one in three 

r 

hundred ; but I do not speak to this of my own 
knowledge. 

Q. Do you know any instance in which this in- 
oculation is supposed to have stirred other hu-^ 
mours in children ? 

A. I have not met with any. 

Q;^ Can the same be afiirmed of the ordinary 
small-pox inoculation ? 

A. Certainly not. 

Q. Do ybu know of any instance of children 
inoculated in this mode who have not taken the 
infection ? 

A. I have seen it twice ; but upon being ino- 
culated again they have had the vaccine distese. • 

Q. Do you know any instance of a spurious 
sort of cow-pox being introduced instead of tftd 
genuine ? 

A. I do not. 

Q. Does the vaccine inoculation supersede tht».. 
small-pox in the natural way, in the same manner- 
as the small-pox by inoculation is known to dot 

A: I believe so. 

Q. Do you -consider your chfld- which was in-" 

oculated 
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teulated wi& the vaodne disease as perfectly se« 
6ure? 

A^ I certauoly do. 

Q. Do you think that the small-poic has been 
tncxre &tal since the discovery of the small-pox in* 
oculation ? 

A. I cannot say (ram my own knowledge ; but 
those gentlemen who have made it the subject of 
most minute examination have declared that it is. — 
Wuhdriw. 



Mr* Clinx, Surgeon^ caJkd in and examined. No. 6. 

Q. At what period were you first made ac- 
quainted with the discovery of the vaccine inocu-- 
lation? 

^. In July 1798 I received some cow-pox mat- 
ter from Dr. Jenner. with which I inoculated a 
boy of five years old^ who had not had the small- 
pox. When he had gone through the vaccine 
disease in its usual mild manner^ I inoculated the 
same boy with small-pox matter^ and was not able 
*to produce the disease. This experiment, toge^ 
ther with what I had learnt fixmi Dr. Jenner, pro- 
duced a strong conviction in my mind of the great 
utHity of this plMtioe ; I therefore recommended it 
Strongly to all the practitioners of my acquaintance, 
'amcxig \A\am was Sir W. Fanjuhar ; and on this 
tepresentation to him, he sdid that if Dr. Jenner 
would come to London^ :|bd practise the vaccine 
---'■■ inoculation. 



fortuflfe. In consequence of this, I wrote t^ Dr. 
Jeuner on the subject, but he ^e^i^gi|_^ifin^to 
|oj¥tt »$ tljft^ time, nqt cpwjeiyipg.ij§.|i^pugci- 

eatly e^tMd^^, fee p^fi? •.(m*H5% f 9^ .^^Ji8fe 
himself to it in the manner proposed. , ,, .. ^ 
• . .ft , Wha^ is jpur cpuuDn ^$q . )L^^ fl[}p?i^SjO^^'s 
disogvery? , : J ., ../.,,,. '1,,;^ 

very ever made in the practice of phy^jc ^of.t^ 
preservation of human. Jifc^ as the small-pox has 
been more destructive than any other disease. 
' ' '- Q. Have you not beard of. soe^ p>S0i>i/C9^ in 
which it was suppp^4 t^^ va^Gcii^e jnpculition ^ad 

particularly in the case "of Mr. Austin's chijd? .. '.. 

J. Is^w.if- .<^4 o^ Mr- A»*stjft'f ,4 llf If u^ at 
jP%i?toft, wh9 t^ h/xi ^iQ p^l-^^, jijd, "tjif 
%iay infofjned i^e tj^(; jl^e 4>jlj^ J;ta,d ]^eji^'im)j 
culated wj^i jtJjK.fipjjr-pQ^ jp^l^pr ftcj*^ W^ths t«- 
.fp«» and tlial: .i|; liad. hii ,t);}p VAQfJ^g^ dise^; 

iS^Wt r<9sp@cjj^ tjjfi appe^,jRiC^ ,ii^ JtJ),^ ,a^n^ .^^ 
, -w-iij^u " stance 
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stancel was certain Hit child had not had the vac^ 
dne disease. They infbnned me, that Mr* Tay- 
lor, a suigeon, at Wootton-under-Edge, had 
performed the operation, but had not observed die 
effibct of his inoculation, as the child was sent 
to Gaptcm ifa the neighbourhood of London. 

[Let^rfivm Mr. Taylor delivered in and readJj 

Q. Do you know any instance in which a spu^* 
nous 9ort of cow«-pox has been inoculated ? 

"^ • I do not. 

Q. l>o you know any instance where this mode 
has beeen suppcHted to stir odier humours in chil^ 
dren? 

ji. Not one. 

Q., Can the same be aiBrmed of the ordinary 
small-pox by inoculation ? 

ji. Persons who have had the smalUpoK by in- 
acniaticxi are frequently afflicted with severe dis« 
orders, which I have no doubt have been prinoi* 
pally exdted by the small-pox. 
. Q. Dbesi the vaedne inoeuhtion siiper^e the 
small-pox in the natural way, in the same itianncr 
as the stnall'^ox by ineoulatioti is luiown to do ? 

ji. When a person has been exposed to the 
infection of small-pox, and is inoculated with 
cow*pox matter within a few days after, I believe 
it will not prevent his having the small-pox ; but 
at the same time I have to observe, that in cases 
where this appears to me to have happened, they 
had the small-pox in a milder manner than they 

c probably 
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probably would if they had not been inoculated 
with the vaccine disease ; and in no such case has 
any one patient died in St. Thomas's Hospital under 
my inspection. 

Q. Do you think there has been sufficient time 
and experience to pronounce decisively^ that a 
person inoculated in this mode will remain inca- 
pable of receiving the small-pox during life ? 

A. I believe they are perfectly incapable of ever 
receiving the small-pox. 

. Q. Does the vaccine disease ever create any 
blemish or mark on the human frame ? 

A. Never, except a scar upon the part inocu- 
lated. 

Q. Do you conceive the vaccine disease to be 
contagious ? 
. -^. I do not. 

, Q. Do you not conceive that the smalUpox is a 
great cause of scrofula ? - 

A. It frequently does excite that disease. 
r Q. Have you ever known the same disorder ex- 
dted by the vaccine inoculation ? 
' ^. Not in apy ca^ within my knowtedgew^— 
JVtthdrew* 



MARTIN 



10 

teAA^tt !23^ bis kAitTXi iMi. 



Admiral BERitSLB^ in the Chair* 



Dr. Bradlst again caUed in and examined. ^^* 7< 

Q. Will the Jennerean tystem of* inoculation 
prove a preservative against the small-pox for any 
period of time ? 

ji. I have no doubt that it will to the extent of 
human life^ for the naiural cow-pox has already 
been proved to do so. 

Q. Does the vaccine inoculation Excite any otheir 
disease? 

j1. Not to my knowledge, or that of any of my 
correspondents. 

Q. When a person has taken the contagion of 
the small-pox, will the inoculation with vaccine 
matter prevent or mitigate the small-pox as effec- 
tually as if inoculated with the small-pox matter ? 
• Ji. I cannot doubt that fact, and believe there 
are decisive experiments in favour of it. 

Q. Have you h«ird of any instance where the 
small-^x has fbllowed the liiie cow-pox ? 

ji. Not one. 

Q. Can the spurious vaccine be distinguished 
from the true ? 

-^. Certainly; and the coloured plate [Plate 
prddueed] which Dr. Jenner has produced may be 
employed as a compass that will direct any practi- 
tioner with certainty. 

c 2 . Q. What 
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Q. What eavoluroexit wigjbt IJJr* Jenner have 
reasonably expected if he bad settled in town^ and 
kept thi^ decret to himself? 

ji. Ten thousand pounds a year by this time^ 
and 110>000/* within five years henoe. 

Q. Might it not have got intp otb^r ][^2Uf>ds be- 
£;>re thf t time ? 

A. Not to any extent in less than ten year|» ; 
&)r UQtwitbfitandiaQg the assiduous labours of Pr« 
Jeujqer a^d others, tp instruct practitioners^ tl>€^ 
now are constantly committing iippcrtant ervora^ 
In If^aiice and America sipiilaor errors weiq c(mi-* 
mitted. I therefore conclude, that without Q|>) 
Jenner's instruction similar (Hies would have been 
perpetuated. 

Q. Does the nvat^ter or cqntagiQi^ of si|t|ilUpox 
ever excUe any other disease ? . ^ 

A. Never any othier disease tbiW socmU^ox^ 

Q. Does the smaH-pox as a disea^, both n^n 
inml and inoculated^ e^er ei^cite> pr cra^^j a /»f^- 
disposition to any, and what diseaseis^ ? 

^idf* Tb scrofula, consumption^ aod s^enl svr- 
gicial diseases depending thereoii; whcr^;a& fifUC^ 
predisposition has never been known tq 1^ created 
by the vaccine disuse. 

' Q. How many persons do you beU^ve t0 \^ii^ 
been inoculated with the cow-pox ? 

A. Not \^^ tha^ 2,000,000 in tJbe wbol^ wQi:}44t 
according to an estimate I have ooii^ fromi o^y qwu 
observation, and the informatix)^ I lii^v^. seceiKM 
from corpespondents. Q. Of 
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Q. Of that number do you know of no instance 
(sf a patient dying, during or in consequence rf 
the inoculation i 

A. Kot^?ie* 

Q. 2)id jFOU never hisar of any such deadi irom 
anf ^ your ootreflfondents ? 

A. Of iom — fstA at the Small-pox Hospital, of 
which Dr. Woodville can speak ; a child of the 
apothecary ilt Bedlam Ho^tal, of whidi Mr. !l^g 
can speak ; a child at Clapham ; and & fourth 
wUch I feomed information of yesterday, the don 
of Mr. Anthony Robinson, of Great Charlotte 
Strtet, Bhdkfriarfc Ko«d, df which Dr. Woodville 
will also speak *. 

<^. Do you h^eve ihat die death of any one of 
&e four ahove«-tnenttpaed persons is to be attribu- 
ted to the vaecine inoodation ? *- 

A. Not of one ; and as the disease contihues 
al^out ten daya, it is obvious dmt of 2,d6o,dOO 
persons mali^ more tlhan four wiovdd die in that 
pmod. 

Q. Of the number inoculated with the small* 
pM, and 4iPeated ift ttie beat manner, how many 
uavMi^ diei 

Ak :Whtti treated in the best manner, as at the 
SmallNpolt Hospite)> I bdie\^ oni^ in about 300 ; 
but Drw Woodville can answer that precisdy ; on 
an :av6ri^ of the wbe^ world I bedieve one in 
^wry lSGt^^ff^$ikdr€W. 

♦ Sec page »6. 

c3 Dr. 
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Nq« 8t Pff Sims J Prmdent of th$ London Medical Society^ 

called in and exanuned. 

Q. From your situation I presume you have an 
wttmsive foreign correspondence; did yqu ever hear 
of the vaccine inoculation before the communica-* 
irons made on that subject by Dr. Jenner ? 

A. Never. 

Q. Whom do you look upon as its discoverer ? 

ji. Dr. Jenner. • ^ 

Q. What is your opinion of it generally as a 
discovery? 

jt. TTiat it^is the greatest and most useful dis- 
covay ever made in medicine. 

Q. Among your various correspondents has any 
other person ever claimed^ or mentioned any other 
person a».the author of, this discovery ? 

ji. No. 

Q. Do you imagine that if Dr. Jeuner had not • 
made this discovery public, he would have reaped 
any greater emolument from it than he at present 
does? 

jik Had he been able to keep it a secret (which 
I see ho reason but he might have done during 
his life), and were his life protracted but to a mo- 
derate period, I thiftk he might have died the richest- 
rv^n in these dominions. : > 

Q, Is there any comptitation by which the 
mortality occasioned by the small-^pox can be a«K 

pertained ? 

J. There 
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.A. Hiere is. Dr. Irwin and others in the be- 
ginning of the last century made a most careful 
computation of the average number of those who 
died in consequence of being seized with the na- 
tural small-pox. This number was greater than 
the proportion of one in six. 
\As to the absolute ttumbery paper delivered in^ con* 
taming the remainder of the answer.^ 

Q. How long have you been president to this 
socidy ? 

ji. Upwards of sixteen years. 

Q. In the discussion of this discovery among so 
ntunerous a society, are there any, and how many; 
dissentient voices ? 

j4. , I never heard of one. 

Q. Had you that confidence in vaccine inocula- 
tion at its first commencement in the metropolis 
which you have now ? 

ji. My confidence has been increasing every 
hour in it ; but at first I had not that confidence 
till repeated trials and authorities gave it me. 

Q. Have you ever known it to introduce or ex- 
cite bad humours or diseases in the constitution ? 

A. No constitutional complaint. 

Q. Can the same be affirmed of the small^^x ? 
. A. I believe not. 

Q. Is the spurious pustule of the vaccine easily 
distinguished from the genuine ? 

A* It is. — Withdrew^ 

c 4 Dr. 
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NPf 9f J)r. WpoDviLL?^ Physician of the &nialUfox Uos-- 

pital^ called in and examined. 

Q. Are you conversant with the practice c£ vajc- 
ane inoculation ? 

J. Yes ; ever since the begiiwng of the yew 

Q, Whom do you look upon as the discoverer 
tit^^eof? 

J, I consider certainly Dr. Jenner ; for although 
since his publication it has appeared that it had 
teen obscurely piactised, the world would never 
have b§en ^quainted with it but for Dr. Jenner. 

Q. Have you introduced this practice into either 
of the hospitals of which you are physician ? 

-4. Yes ; into the Inoculation Hospital. 

Q. Did you introduce this practice 'm conae* 
quencfe of Dr, Jenner's (xwmunications, or any 
Other person's ? 

J. Certainlgi^ from the information of Dr. Jen« 
ner, 

Q« Do you give the preference to the vaccine 
inf)QuIaticm over the variolous } 

J. Constantly. 

Ql What are your motives for dogbng so ? 

J. Because^ in the first place» I fiBd it equally 
certain in securing the patient in future against 
the small-pox^ as if the person wfcie inoculated 
with small-pox itself: and in the nat place I attain 
this without danger or risk to the life of the pa- 
tient. 
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tienty as be is put to little or no inconyeniacice 
during the whole process of the inocuktion. 

Q. Is the cow-pox^ like the small-pox, a conta- 
gious disorder ? 

J. Certmnly not. 
V Q. Did you ever hear of any patient dying from 
the inoculation with the vaccine matter ? 

J. One hospital patient died while under ino- 
culation of the cow-pox ; but this was owing, in 
my opinion^ to that patient having taken the 
small-pox in the common way ; and his death oi^ht 
to be attributed to the small-pox, the patient having 
a considerable number of small-pox pustules on him 
when he died. 

Q. Wheth^ pustules like the small-pox appear 
on the body in consequence of the vaccine inocu- 
lation? 

A. I believe they never do over the whole body ; 
I have seen in some instances a few pustules in the 
neighbourhood of the inoculated part, but these 
instances are very rare, one in five hundred. 

Q. Did the hospital patient appear to have taken 
the cow-pox in the usual manner ? 

J. The inoculated part was not so well charac- 
terized as in the regular cases; it proceeded 
more slowly^ and had more the appearance of the 
variolous than the vaccine inoculation, 

Q. Whether during the course of the operation 
did you tihink the child had taken the cow-pox ? 

4^ I thought at the time of the operation it h^ 

taken 
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taken the cow-pox, hnt am now convince J tiai J 
was^ mistaken^ and that it was the sntall-pox. ' 

Q. On what day fix)m the day of inoculation did 
the child die ? * 

V A. I believe on the eleventh day. 

Q. On what day after the child's coming into the 
hospital was he inoculated ? 

J. The child was not resident in the hospital ; 
but he could not have caught the small-pox at the 
hoi^ital before he was inoculated with the vaccine. 

Q. Dr. Bradley having mentioned the case of a 
child of a Mr. Anthony Robinson, state to the 
Committee what you knbw about it. 

A. On the eighth day of the disease of the 
child 1 was desired to see it. I found that the 
vaccine inoculation was going on in a very regular 
manner; but the child had a severe complaint 
in its bowels, attended with much pain and fever, 
and a conistant diarrhoea upon it : this complaint 
continued with little or no interruption for three 
days, when the child died. It did not appear to 
me tliat the child suffered any fever or consti- 
tutional infection arising from the vaccine dis- 
ease; and I consider the death of this child 
to be wholly independent of the vaccine inocula- 
tion, and this opinion I gave to the father at the 
time. 

Q.: Do you believe that children, living con- 
stantly in a variolous atmosphere, are differently 
affected, with -respect to the rapidity of progress, 

from 



from children reading at home in the cotmtrjp^ 
and therefore that the preventive or mitigating ef* 
fects^ of vaccine inoculation oainot be correctly ap- 
preciated in the Inoculation Hospital ? 

A» I think that if patients under vaccine 
inoculation are exposed to variolous infection 
(which should not take place till after the efllects 
of vaccine inoculation are accurately ascertained 
by the usual symptoms on the inoculated part of 
the arm), they would frequently be liable to vario- 
lous-like eruption, and should not be considered 
as fair examples of the effects of vaccine inocu- 
lation. 

Q. Is it necessary frequently to recur to the 
cow for original matter ; or does the vaccine mat- 
ter, after passing through a number of human 
bodies, retain its pristine mildness and efficacy ? 

A. I believe it retains its efficacy for any length 
di time while carried from one human subject to 
another ; and I am now using matter which has 
passed through many himdred subjects, having been 
taken from the cow three years since, 

Q. Have you ever inoculated with smaH-pox 
matter after the patient had taken the cow-pox, 
in order tP try its efficacy-^and what was the 
event? 

A. The number that has been inoculated with 
the Vaccine disease in the ho^tal, amounted on 
the first of January last to f ,500 ; about one half 
of which was since inoculated with smaU-poi mat- 

ter. 



'2S 

/ 

ter^ in nond of whom did the smaU-fM ffbduce Offf 

<^4 Do you conceive Dr. Jeniier to havie made 
communications cm this silbject which have been 
Ijie^means of its being adopted in thib kingdom 
end other parts of Europe ; or was it. any ol^er 
perlwi, or by wiy other means ? 

A. IW whde aatirely originalted with Dr. Jen* 
»er. — Withdrew. Adjourned. 
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Admiral Berkeley in the Chair. 



No. 10^ i^. Blakb, JF. R. S. and one of 4he Cmmdsskmere 
€f Siek and Wounded Seamen^ calkd in and exih- 
niined^ 

.Q. Whenwe»e you made firs* acquainted with 
the Iwcdne inoculs^on ? have you ever practised 
it ? and what is yoilr opinion of its dftcts ? 

A. I first heard ^ it about t^ years ng^. I 
have practised it both in my own family and ainong 
tiome of my friends. My opinion is in ^our of 
wery^ing that fa«s been ascribed to it I fir* 
iieard of ^it about ten yearg «^0f from Lord Bei^e^ 
ky ^ but t neither thai, noi^ iat i \mg time^sub^ 

sequent 
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sequent to th$it information^ could give credit tO' 
what seemed to me so extracmfinary and romantic ; 
but I did not d^ist in making the most minute 
inqoirieily as I was strongly interested in the truth 
(^ it^ several of my own children having been 
dai^erously ill from the old inoculation. Among 
other inquiries I went to the Small-pox Hospital^ 
where it was then practised, and after the most 
minute investigation, I came away more prejudiced 
than ever against it, and inoculated t>ne c^ my 
own children with the smalUpox. Soon after- 
wards I found that the opinion t had taken up at 
the Small-pox Hospital, was owing to the vaccine 
having miked itself with the variolous infection. 
This led me to renew my inquiries, which ended 
in a perfect conviction of the truth of all that had 
been alleged by Dr. Jenntt* ; and having been very 
sceptical respecting it, 1 did not allow myself to 
be convinced but by the most rigorous and critical 
scrutiny of the facts, according to the best evi- 
dence I could procure for and against it, both in 
England and foreign parts. The principal argu- 
ment which carried conviction to my mind has 
be«i the actual progress of this practice ; for if it 
had not been found an effectual security against 
the small-pox, it would have stopped m fhmne ; 
and from the immense numbers who have already 
undergone it, a great maity would daily be catdhi- 
ing the casual small-pox if they were susceptible 
of it, whieh would at this hour itimisli unanswe^f 

4 able 
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aUe arguments dgainst it. In consequence of thi^ 
])ersuasion I inoculated another of my own chiU 
drext, eleven m<Miths old, with the vaccine mat-^ 
ter, with perfect success ; for the child was never 
il}^ and has since resisted the variolous inoculation, 
which was performed seventeen months after the 
other. 

Q. > Whom do you look upon to have the merit 
of this discovery ? 

J. I think it entirely due to Dr. Jenner. I be- 
lieve no one will affirm that this practice would ex* 
ist> either now or in any assignable time hereafter, 
without his exertions in bringing the facts into 
light, and establishing diem by actual ei]^ment. 
It was formerly looked upon as an established 
truth in the schools of physic, that no disease 
could pass from the brute to the human subject 
c!)ccept the hydrophobia. I have not foimd, either 
in-my own reading or from conversing with odiers> 
that th^e is the least mention niade of this new in- 
oculation, or of the facts upon v^iich it is founded, 
tUlthey were made known and introduced by Dr. 
J/mner; There were, indeed, some dark, popular 
tittditions in some remote parts of the country 
c^ic^rning it ; but it is Dr. Jenner who, by his 
]|^bliciati<ms and practical researches, has rendered 
it available to society ; and he is indisputably the 
i&st who actually inoculated with this infection, 
and published the result of his experience. 

Q. Have you in your public - situation, a& one 

r * pf 
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cif the most diistinguished characteh ' at tlie. M^ 
<lical Board, learnt any particulars relative to its 
efiects on the fleet or troops embarked i . . y 

J. In consequence of the great obstructions to 
duty in the naval service from the small-pox, by 
which ships are occasionally detaitied in port, or 
obliged to quit their station and come into port^ 
and from numbers of men being occasicHially dis* 
abled from duty by this severe disease, the Board 
of vvhidi I am a member, recommended to the 
Admiralty to sanction the vaccine inoculation upon 
such mea as would consent to it. The Admiralty 
was pleased to assent to this proposal. The r.6- 
ports in consequence of this have all been &vour- 
able to it : in the Kent man of war, in which on6 
of the first trials was made, eight men who never 
had had the small-pox wer^ inoculaljed with vacdoe 
matter, all of whom were afterwards inoculated 
with small-p63^ matter, which they resisted. Among. 
other particulars reported by the surgeons, tbey 
remarked that it did not incapacitate the m^n from 
their duty. As a proof of the estimation in whidbt- 
this practice was held by the surgeons of the fleet,* 
it may be mentioned, that they had a meeting j^ 
Plymouth, at which they subscribed for a medal, 
which was presented to Dr. Jenner as a benefaQtci^ 
to the service. Besides these testimonials, I haver 
others * also from Egypt, transmitted through the, 

* See letters from Lord Keith, &c. Appendix. 

Admiralty 
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Admiralty to the Board to which I belong. These 
I beg to lay on the table. 

Q. What advantages do you think may accrue 

I to mankind in general-from the difference of this 

, iJiscovery and the usual mode of inoculation ? 

j /i. In order to explain myself to the Committee 

I it will be necessar)' to convey to tliem my idea of 

, the extent of the affliction and of the loss which 

[ ■ociety sustains from the smal!-pox ; and the de- 

[ gree of alleviation which has been afforded by the 

I .old inoculation. According to the London bills of 

»ortality for the last thirty years of the late cen- 

tary, on an average, ninety-five persons died by 

the sniall-pox out of each thousand reported in the 

bills. By a similar calculation, there died in the 

I first thirty years of the late century, seventy only 

I m each thousand. Tliis calculation was made by 

t Dr. Heberden, witliout any view to this question; 

i and it ajjpears from it, that tlie mortality from the 

I small-pox is now at an average nearly one tenth 

I of the total mortality, and that the mortality of 

tiie small-pox has increased since the introduction 

I of inoculation. This probably holds true to a 

itill greater degree in the country ; for before 

i the introduction of inoculation, there were certain 

F tfstricts in which the small-pox was unknown for 

I twenty, thirty, and forty years ; so that great num- 

Lbers lived and died without ever having had the 

I .small-pox. This is no longer the case since the 

I general dissemination of the small-pox from ino- 

r . culation. 
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^latkni. ' I' Vtmlt tiaw state 'the absc^tite'ntinlb^ 
^ thoM wbo die annualty in the bills of tiloita^ 
lity of tfte^sriialUpox. The avefage is about 2000i 
fcut the bills of mortality are ikr froth compr^-* 
iletiding tiie Whbte of thi^ m6tr6p6lis ;- there ft 
Me purish alone, namely, Mary-Ie-bofte, whidt by 
the latb parliftmentary returns * is found to cbnt^ 
tairi 63,t>00 inhabitants, and which is not ihduded 
In these bills* Allowing, therefore, that bne scJ- 
veiith df the deaths is not included in the bill^^ 
t^htch ii bertawily wthin the truth, when it is cow- 
sidered that the deaths of Dissenters, JeWs, &d. 
iabe ftot enteted ift the bills, and reckoning thtf hie-i 
frof^s oAft tenth pctft of the pc^lation of j^^fif- 
land and Wales ; I calculate the whole anntial 
*idc9ath^ froft iMiall-^x in England and Walte le be 
9(^,840 i ittid teckoning Scotland and Ireland togej^ 
•tiiet* fo bi half ttie population of England land 
-Wale»; the t6tai anftUal mortality in the unit^ 
kihg^iA froth thi§ disease will be found to be 
84,'2<^. The data of this calculation ate undei* 
Hte truth; that no objection may be mad* ^ 
-the -^enferal inference. In order to answer the 
questidh, therefore, respecting the beneficfeff ef- 
fectH <jf the vaceme inoculation, I would atatte It 
as folto^: 8ttpp6sing every person in the united 
'kiRgdbm who never has passed through the smafi-^ 

^ TJie teiMJ pqputatioii of the fkietropoliB acccurding to iho^ 
returosy is 364984^9 of whom iz^,Soi krc, in paaslu:* ngtcom- 
(v^^cd lii tilig uiu of morliO^ 

p pox 
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poN: to be iftim'ediately inoculated wth the vacdne 
infection^ and that it should take efftxtf the smaiV- , 
pox would in a few months be totally extinct, till 
fresh infection should be imported from: beyond 
the seas. Hereby upwards of ninety-three livens 
.would, at a daily average, be saved within the 
three kingdcwns. Nor would any disease be; subr- 
stituted in its room, for the vaccine infection doep 
not spontai>eou.sly propagate itself by effluvia like 
the smoILpo?, as it lias been found incapable of 
.being comnjimicated but by artificial insertion^ qt 
casually by the contact of the cow's teats* ^ ^ 
, Q. Have you, ever heard of any objections . pr 
.pre^diceft i^ainstthe Jennerean systei^ of inocu^ 
lation? 

i ,^ jt. I have already stated my own prejudices, that 

Jt, prinid faciei appeared highly improbably,, and 

valmost incredible, that any discovery could be 

.mtade which could eradicate a disease much more 

- ^ictive to humanity than the pestilence ; but be^ 

aides these, t have heard of many objections in 

. the practical detail of this inoculation^ One or two 

I beg leave to detail to the Committee. I made- it 

aj)atrticular study to trace and ascertain such grounds 

;pf objection as I could hear of, and . I iaye foio^ 

\ali pf thptn fotmded on fallacy and misrepresentaii^. 

.TThe first I shall menticm is a report that prevail^ 

about seven or eight months ago, in the western 

part of Middlesex, and put a total stop to the ^%c- 

cine inbciifetioh 'in that ndgHbourfiopd* : . It ,>v[\? 

rf . given 
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^ven out, and believed^ that two sol^icM of the 
lOth r^;inierit <if dragoons, quartered at Houn« 
slow and Brentford, had died of the cow-pox. An • 
Opportunity of investigating this soon afterwards, 
offered ; for in my atteitdance on one of the offi- 
cers who was ill (Mr. Sloane), he told me he had 
seen the men while under the small-pox, that he 
had interrogated them as to their having had the, 
oow-pox, and that they had informed him that 
their arms had been punctured, but that they had 
nevei* taken it. He made further inquiry of tlie 
' assistant surgeon of the regiment, who perfonncd 
the operation, and who confirmed the information 
he had had from the men themselves; adding, 
that the lancets with which the supposed cow-pox 
Operation was performed, were so mixed with other 
lancets armed with the small-pox infection, that 
he did not know which was which. Another in- 
stance of fallacious report, which created a -serious 
prejiidice to the vaccine inoculation in the city of 
London, occurred to the child of an eminent 
merchant, Mr, Boddington, which also was said 
to have had the small-pox after the cow-pox. I 
learnt, upon inquiry, that the child could not pos- 
sibly have had the small-pox, for the inflammation, 
on the arm was at the height on the fourth and 
fifth days, and went off without either vaiiolous 
pustules or fever ; whereas the inflammation ought 
not to have occurred until the seventh day, if it had 
hfen the genuine small-fox. A 9t0^er prp^f than . 

• D2 ^ thii 



affdi^ by thife cc^-{50x; for the inftaramatioM 
rtterely served to prove that the variolous mattei" 
T>as ^fMev^Xy Actke and properly inserted ; and 
tl^ like &ppestrime #dyM have occuiyed if tUki 
tfeiM had plreviously had the sinalKpox. 

Q. ts there not a spurious and degsmt^ Uftii 
df taeeritie infeettoh ? . , 

A. Th^re is a spurious kind derivable from th« 
cbw's teats, wMch has occasionally beien ^^keti 
for the true vaceine virus. There is also a dege* 
rierate kind, and I believe one of th€ ittost com— 
xtkfft sources of error has arisen from using thii 
de^enentt Mtid ; foi* it is found here, as Wfell M^ 
irt the s<naJt-poi, thAt rfler the pustule hasf ^d^ 
vSneed to its last stige, a peculiar ^rid mtitt&t te 
pfd<fec6d, ejitirefy d^efent from the tntesp^fio* 
viftis of th^se t^6 diseases. I ought to mebtidM 
thttt finy opiniort^ c*t this pbiiit is foutided on tYntf 
testitnoriy artd" authority of others, and not Oftftiy, 
own bbs^rfatiow and experience. — Wlthdrevh 



No. II. Mr 4, KnigSt, Siirgem and hispeciot General of tbt^ 
. . Jif^j Hostphahf calkd ift and exa^mned. 

* Ql .'Whditi do you look upon as the author of 
thfe vdcdfte ifiocifation ? 

• jf. I know «)f no ©tie ^ohas the least pretenftOi* 

ti^itb«e>Bi*-Jert*feH ■ ; -' 

^-J.\ • -4 • Q. From 
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;aaEr]r peeuUar advantaged it pos^e^sps <>v^ varioltHip 
oDOC^datiQii, . M^hen introduicfid int(;> t^^ ^fmy ? 

^. Every advantage that can ^*ise frc^ ^ubstir 
tuting a mttd uncommunicative . 4i§^?se without 
dinged or axmeiy, in ^e place of one th^t is pieg- 
iiaiilL i;vaiii Ix^^ 

..: Q. U theie not a spuijp^ kmd of iviia^ «VQr 
culation? .. » 

'.J^ Theoe b; the spuiious ai4$e0i f^^ f^ fts I 
know^ from the miitt^ heijig ^eft iiti ^po ndvdw^ 
M.fmai af the fustvie ; as here it seetvs to b€<le- 
composed^ and no longer to retain its q)OQi% 

Q. Do you think it is easy to distiogi^ (j^ 
4x118 jfraih tfoeifipuridui» fort ? 
:! ^. I do.acft thkASt €»y bwt totbe ^$ of ejtr 

perience, , .: . ; " - 

Q. Have you ever Ijeen.toUed in toc^seS where 

cJnidreA have t^ew inoeiUated with th^ $purious 

A. I have seen several cis^ of the spuripus 
kiiid. ' 

Q. How is: the. spuricnls distinguished fifona, the 
tnief .' ' - . • . '■.. ;; .■.-••■•' 

. ^, : I hn<w of n0 means rf distfliQtiOn' eb^traetejd 
from its appearance on the arm : the spyri^W i§ 
fjifiingujrahabfe fey ^the inflammatiort coRijalen^ng 
too early, being mpce irregular, with. a^J^fes pu^t 
li>fei thw is usual in the true sort, and drjnng 

p 3 away 
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away too quickly. The patient may have the dis- 
ease spuriously, and have the sm^-pox afterwards. 

Q. May riot the same arise from 4he inoculatian. 
of the small-pox ? ; , 

J. Yes; under' the sdme circumstances. - i 

Q. From the stiperii)P imildnes^ ^ of thi^ disonkr 
is it not more easy to make mistakes ivith rdgaad 
to patiirttisi hdvmg taken the disorder than it 'is in 
the small-pox ? . . ; • 

• ^. As a disease v0id of eniptiori, tamarkjthe 
constitutional infection, it certainly. .is.- .-a 

Q, Ate the appearance and the progress of ^he 
true cow-^pox unifcwm ?*,:' » • i > 

Jn It often varies ; the same happens . in- the 
6niall-pox. * ; •" ' * ■ ' ». * '• .\^ 

Q. Can the spurious ' sort be lopiveisally distin#» 
guished from 'the tnie .sortby thd days^ bn which 
the disorder first appears and turns ? .» ; 

J, Not by certain doysDf periods^; . 

Q. Is it not nec^a^Sry to have considbrable me* 
dical skill as well as experience to distinguish be* 
tween the two sorts ) 

A. I should think experience necessary ; and to 
the want of that knowledge, ^yhicb the ey^ of. ex- 
perience gives, I attribute the Avhole of the dis* 
credit that has been occasionally thrown on the 
cow-pox. . 'r 

Q. lis the disorder liable to wear out by passing 
thrqu^ a number of spbiects) 

» 

' ;rf. With 



• !^. With good management I think it'dipable of' 
teirig transmitted to any indefinite time. '* 
' (?. 'How long will a lancet retjuii the qpcdfic 
poison r 

\ A. It !s impossible to say : I don't hold it a good 
Anode to retain vaccine matter by the lancet. It is 
better done between two pieces of glass, ' properiy 
guarded at their edges. 

Q. How long will the infection so conveyed 
<5dntiniife? 

A. It is diffifcult to say : a month, or more, or 
not a u^edc. . . 

" Q. Do you know of any" disorders that have 
been- supposed to have been excited in the consti- 
tution by the vaccine inoculation ? ^^ 
^ A. r know of none, nor have I belief in any.— 
WUhdrevj. " ^ • 
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Apmibal Berkeley in the Chair. 
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Dr. Benjamin Moseley called in and examined*. ^^^ i2. 

.' : Q. Are yoa acquainted with the vaccine inocula- 
tion, and what is your < opinion of it ? 

* S(t Appendix ; obiervations oit Dr. Moselcy'r evidence. 

» 4 A. I 
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-^ ^A, I,9m notr converse w the pcwilo^jofoti 
I have ^seen^, great dieal,/an4 heard i^vfoh a?a-< 

requires more time than has elapsed since the^{4^^ 
^ce of ^iio enable fne Xq gjvQ a CD;33e?t opyni^^n ; 
i^it^er 4o,l t^nk iJt,caa,ptrcq)^|:l/ W»4?W 3lrtiil 

wlty* in* medicine subsides. J* .^ttewp^d i.at .th© 
^ni,e wkm, this practice ftr^ .^^P^^ ^f^{ (^ ^ 
medical miscellaneous work), to arrest thp^hi^ciy 
vWoli I perceived iva3 bearii^;rj^T?s^r the.{pi4>lic 
opinion like a torrent ; but I then fouri4 ilip^lc^ . 
ipg^caul^n Ijad pa eff^pt^ ^nd .thfr^,wa^.flo^.r 

SQniqg; wft^ miftda in. '^. ^te ofi yjflwoiwtiftPn , Jj 
accordingly suppr^^. ,aU fwthpi: . p^seifv^o^ 
TSiioUrliiptendw^ t9pv»Mi$l?, ,93 I ?Hf^^ ti^p i^e 
done no good, and probably have made '^panff 
people unhappy, for the subject then stood ori 
theory and analogy. Ild^TtSF^the cow-pox may 
be advantageous and preferable to the small-pox 
must depend aa tiipe and expericnefiu • If the cow-/ 
pox, as it is said, be a certain preventive^ against 
the small-pox, so that people who have had the 
cow-pox 'can ti'ever hive the isAiaH-pti^T if, as it 
is said also, it does not- kave any foul humours in 
the. blood, or vitiate the constitution of people 
"inoculated therewith ; if, is^ it fs itioi-ebVer 'iai^} 
k be^iidiaease mild isiiits progce98^;a]id salb iiv>it8 
|fermination~for . iwferoducing ( the cdw^pou^ mh^ 
^ppres,sing tjie^pv^es qf t^^^^^ siija11-|^x^ . Pn 
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Jamer has conferred a most essential bfinfefit.on 
rmoymAx iHilt-mi tU^sepoinJU I am not yet>sa^ 

jQ^. I$&T^ ycHi ibund since the nqpid progress^ itf 
this new method^i t9iiiVrii Aor embraced nttirfyitxtf^ 
mUtions of^^^h^ . }jifit;your first caution has Jbeen 
^ftSl^vf^ it>y (^Ryl failures of it, ia preventkig/JfJie 
amall-pox, i|r)thin ^iwr omi kna\^dec^ ? • m i> 
vjiife IJh|»yt.^<?r4iof..^lTmiB*toees, ^ 

^/<y^. ik)^(Mf9^^f.f^4fPit. y' . . . '.-:'■ I ' • ..mil 

,>^rl)p<jfpu^unk;jthat<;^ciki'€^^ tlum 

§m\UM>iCasBitmHi^ . V ' ■• - ". ^ • -;» - - ^^ 
ivafctfcjlikf^ nqt^tte'iri^aiis^ present^ havii% i^ne 

:jfQ» }&ft;|aW;infprte!thc(3ommittec oft any peri 
ionswhcmi they/mtghfcsummoh!to>givean£oiiinjii» 

t»cw!tij«iv.tte:sii>bj^ ■'} {••■:i>|o \\/[ .I'v- 

Q. Do you know whether tlie 66V-pofX is*o(Jli4 
(agious ? 

^. I do not believe it^te" 

Q. Do you know of any instance wher6 it has 
provea^fttal-f ^^ '-' - '•- -'-'"^ ''^'''^ '^^ '^ 

-//. I know of none, " 
. >Q/ J5fe.^ft Kw>r ;ef ;wy;in§ta»c»wltefi| ij^has 
conveyed any constitutional djs^^t^^ : ::>7/ y[\rn 
^rjy |)^-af'mjf{(»wjj)b^wledge,h»t^/,A^^ 



• . / i 



-e Q.^Did you rfeodvc tiie iiifo^lnation rekti^d^W 
«ny faihires of the vaccine inoculation froiti -iW-i 
fbcal pefssops ^nnniK^diately attending' the* j[)atieAts> 
or onfy from general conversation' ? . ^ ^ ^ • • * ■ 
r /a#. I hajine'tiadinfornadtion from both. -^^^* --^ 
.:Q. Canyaa Fecpllect any^thjK^mediciP^^rilWJ^'a 
frcmwhcTO yob feid this infcfrm^tioni ? .>^'^j i^^^ • 
v^. I mentioned before, when I cjeised to intake 
further inquiiy into theisubfect^ I'dtesttc^*}^ aftSn-^ 
formation I had received. t«spe(itJng^ the cow-pox, 
itnd' sinoa that time ^l h^^thoi^ht no*l^r^Ve- 
^pecting it. jif present I cannot ficoilef^' df^iitini^ 
•:■■ < Q* Since! yoii kid aside the dbsign of foklfiis^ng 
' ijpon this subjecl^'has the ;extjen«iv6 pl^^ W 
v8GG<;ine inoculation confirmed 6r ^^p&eisMy^ •S/kmr 
doubts with !i[eg^rd to its efficacy ? » r ' ilv; .ffojj 
\ A. My opinion has undergone bat .verjr^ilfttfe 
alteration, but I am inclined to think mordavbur- 

tb^:Qf it.*^/f?//W>#^u^. ^ oCt .y) 

'.r;(»t*»f I 



•.«.;;. - k .7 O .0 

Ko» 13* Robert PpjE, Surgeon at Staines y called in ^tfdr^ 

examined*. . .^ 



.» . '. ^ 



fcf{^J ]3i(lijii)tt attend any -of Lord Berke%'s 'fa- 
mily with the small-pox ? n-V /. -O 
V'v^ Yes^i'lhe'sehrlnti^n^dj who had tKe (ihn- 
fhaent sinaIl-jpe»-to-a-violeift degree, which- litt^rtfe 
ID' pronounce ' Ute disease - would ihost'IiKel^ be 
T '- fataU 
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&tal» Tlie effluvia arising from het J)ody innijr 
opinion was suificiaiit to infect my persooi in thd 
family. M^io had not had the dise^se^ ortiie.cow«» 
pox ; it proved fetal, as I foretold. . > 

Q. -Are you acquainted with any tnmsac^tions 
relative to the inoculation of one of Lord BerJbe^ 
Jey'a i^Idren with matter from this patient ? 

^. I, was informed by Lady Berkeley that Jier 
child was inoculated by Dr. Jenner from this p^ 
tient^ and which child was not infected with smaUv 

Q. What reaspn do you assign for its not having 
taken the infection from so virulent a subject 2 -: 

4- The reason I. as»gn is, its having bpenun- 
oculated before with cow-pox by so careful a peiv 
#oa i a4> D^ V J^mier. 

Q. Have you seen this child si^c^? .i- 

4^.:; Yes ; ^ I know; , the child to be in fp^ect 

health^/ - .y . ; 

Q. What was your original c^inioa about (tie 
vaccine inoculation ? 

. ^, I was inimical to- ^^ at first, and persuaded 
some of my patients who were disposed to be^ 
inocidated therewith, from it> not being |ully sa- 
tisfied in my own mind. 

Q. ^Have you since changed your opinioflf ? *V^d 
for what' reasons ? • ; . /^ 

J. Yesy I have since chapged my .opinion^ 
l)eing pretty fiilly convinced that th^ vaccine ino^ 

;^Jatio% 
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fttiatibnj Witiv |}i«9{>er vaccine matter, ^II pndrfflait 
m^ ^tient frond taking the smalUpox* : \ i *t ^ 
^M^Q.vHav^ y:ou practised the vacdne ifi6ea|atttNik 
fdnce that period^ and td vAi^i extent ? ' '"'i 
^ fifr>'Y^^ n^t to^^iigreafc extent^ but Wa wn- 
fAlteitle ttimb^ of pat^Mtis. ' '* 

Q.^ HaV^cjrmii eter foiiftid kM f or thepi^«n|ir^ 
IPik^'ii^ ip^vdc^va^cme inoeutatkMH^ attdck^ i»th 

Q. Have you known any accidents happen fiMt 
Iplbci^tirig' With tt)9^ s()ui*k(uft s(^ i ^ ' 

' ^ Qi Is i| Mt^^tesy to distmg^sh tike spanbns ^hom 

iS^m&} y ^'- \- ' \- ' :j - ■ •• -^ ' = •• 

J. Not having seen the spuridu^'l'4€>^«k)ithAR3L 
myself coiAp^^nt tojttdgfe'.' ' 
i'^'^'Qi IIKd yen ever*#ee iKi difi^ii^er come out and 
produce inflammation, and yet go off iwithoui 
^iri^4bepat}mttfee4js€^der? ' ' ' 

J. I think I have. 
*• '^. Ane'the 4ays of the tiisorder's coming out 
wid tiMiftg perfectly i^e^lar ? . 
- .if*-I'ithihk^nbt.^-*^^^*^rw- 
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No. 14* X(?;vf Berkeley called in a^ ^spi^tf^, 

^i i^^ (Aj^ jiiDii^^tt^ted :mth ^ny circumstaRces 
«iative.taihe:iaao6iiiibiciciaukction ^ic^h happoaed 
^jtour^IiOrdship's family ? and relate them. 

A. My 



jf. My^youogest son was^ inoculated with tk^ 
cow-pox by Dr. Jenx^er^ at: six months old« a^ 
went r^^ukurly through the course* , About a^iear 
after that period^ a maid-servant in the faiauly caught 
the snial}'>po:)L in 4he natural way^ and was atteojdg4 
by Mr. Pope the surgeon^ from Staines ; -hie pra- 
uounced the^ girl to be^ma .very dangerous sitaatipn. 
Haying in the house at that time, thre^ persoi^ 
only who had been inoculated wUh the caw-poiu 
the chiki above mentioned, a nudd^seryant^ ^and ^ 
little girl, I was desirous of proving the efficacy p^ 
the vaccine inoculation. I sent for ..Dr, Jenn^ 
6rom London. On his arrival, h^ persuaded Lady 
Berkeley and myself to consent that the child and 
one of the girls should be inoculated with ti^ 
small-pox from, the maid-servant the;n iH« She 
was in such a state that I hesitated giving my con;^ 
sent, but. upon his assurance of no : danger,- he 
w^ permitted to inoculate the diild and one of thq 
girls : the other girl was not inoculated. IW 
result from the inoculation was of no consequence, 
the child continuing in -perfect health, and has 
been so ever since. The girl that was inoculated 
)*ith the cb'w^poxfout years before, continued ift 
the same hdalth as Usual, the inoculation with the 
toiall-{kx!Q takii^ no efFact, The other j^l that 
was not inoculated attended on the ihaid-servanti 
the whole time until her death, and resisted the 
infedtionv Xbteti^ilviatia diat part of the ha^Oise 
J . 1 was 



.'i 



n 



46 

Wk S(i bffehiive/ tiiat all the servants were obfrged 
to be' removed to another paift. • 

Q. Are you acquainted with any particulars re-' 
lative to the cow-pox, which induce you to place 
«ich ithplicit credit in its efficacy in repelling the 
smiall-jtox? 

' Q. There is an old servant in my faimily, how 
ifeventy-two years of age, who had the' cow-fKWt 
ftom milking cows ivhen a hoy fpem yehrs hid, 
who firmi that time has never been in the least 
cautious in guarding himself from the small-pox. 
But has exposed himself n?peatedly without being' 
sensible of its effects. I mention this circum- 
stance because it is supposed that the cow-pox i^ 
mly a temporary security against the sniall-pox* 

Q. Did you' ever know that he was in company 
with an infected pefison ? 

*\ A I saw him sitting next to a boy that 'was said' 
to'be in a State of infection, having the smalUpox' 
visibly out upon him. — Withdrew. 



No. 15. Mr. JoH^' Ring, Mcmler of the Royal College of^ 

Surgeons i called in and exammed^ 

Q. Whom do you look upon as the author oif 
the vaccine inoculation ? ' 

A. Dr. Jenner. i ■ 

Q. What is your opinion of that discovery ? 

; J. That 
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A. Thai itis.l^yQnd all jCorAparison the Qipst 
valuftbie' and the most important discoveiy ever 
q)ad^ by man. . : i 

Q. How :&r cjo you tliink A^acdne moculatioin 
may fae depended on as a preventive oi tho. small- 
pox? ...... 

A. I think it a perfect and permanent seciu'ity 
against the future infection of the small-pox. 

: Q. Have you been in tlie habit of inoculating 
with the vaccine virus ? and how many pcfgoi^s ni^jf 
ypu have inoculated with it ? . . • , ' 
^ A^ I have inoculated upwards of 1200 persoof 
•with that virus. . ; 

Q. Have you ever exposed any of those paticnU 
to the. small-pox aftexnvards ? 
. A^,\ have exposed a vast number of those pa- 
tients to the small-pox, and from the result of my 
inquiries have reason to believe that at least 1000 
of .them have been cither voluntarily or involuli* 
tarily exposed to that infection, which they all re^, 
sisted. 

Q. Is the vaccine inoculation attended witl^ any 
danger? . >. 

A. In my opinion it is attended with no danger, . 
unless from ignorance or neglect. - 7 

Q.. What wiU most efJectually promptc the 

A. The sanction of Parliament. .....: >r.r^. 

Q. What in y9ur own opinion wijl^jbe i)^%cg^ 
teqiienoe of vaccine inoculation ? 

A. The 



4» 



<?. Iii;^hat light (Jo th^ iut*k*s3 wh* 
treated upon this subject, and your owft Cdn^ipcMftAi 
UMij coiifiider this discovery of t)r. jentidr'? 

A. Tht iiuthors whom I have read, alid thtt 
correspondents from whom I have heard, considef 
it as the most valuable discovery ever ftiade^ - 

Q. If Dr. Jenner had kept this disco^ry tft 
l^biself, what emolument do you think he' nl%ht 
hme- expected from his practice annually ? • 

J. I think his practice might have beeft SfreHh 
^ least 10,600/. per annum, it being well kiitywn 
that certain individuals have acquired as fnxkh, ' <yt 
ih6re5 by the ordinary practice of physic. • * ' 

Q. Have you known any humours or disbfd^ 
tni^^dsed to be excited by this mode of ikocda- 
ti«n? . • 

^ A. ML hnihours and disorders Which litopett 
after aiiy ■ species of inoculation, are comnH3iJhly afti 
tribufed'to that inoculation by person* 'wh6 ari 
prejudiced against the practice ; and others vctt 
lometirfies influenced by their opinibh. I know 
no instance where the cow-pox has occasionect txvf 
cttier complaint than what may be' occasioned by 
any other disease which is equally mild. I am of 
OpiniOft thai every disease is capable of Exciting 
other diseases or humours in proportion to iti 
magnitude. The magnitude of the cow-pox de- 
^fSAk *fiti^*ttpon the treatiAetit* 
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Qi Were you in great practice of inoculating 
for the small-pox ?. 

- J* I never cultivated that branch of practice in 
aiiy particular manner^ nor kept any account of 
the number which I inoculated in that way, but 
suppose it ihight amount to about 600. 

Q% How many of those 6oo died ? 

ji. About one in every hundred* My own c^i- 
nion is, that in London, on an average, at least as 
many as six in 6oo inoculated with the small-pox 
die. The reasons of a greater mortality prevailing 
amongst persons inoculated with the small-pox in 
London, are the unwholesomeness of the atmo- 
sphere, and the frequent necessity of inoculating 
children at an improper age. 

Q. Have you known any accidents happen from 
inoculating from a spurious kind of cow-pox ? 

ji. None .which I can for a certainty ascribe to 
that cause* 

Q. Have you been called in to attend disorders 
which were said to have arisen in consequence of 
the vaccine inoculation ? 

ji. I have been consulted concerning a number" 
of diseases which ignorant persons attributed to 
vaccine inoculation ; but I know of none, except 
trivial eruptions, which I can ascribe to that cause, 
and even those eruptions have spontaneously dis- 
appeared. 

Q. Are the days of the disorder's coming outy 
sold turning, perfectly regular ? 

E A' There 
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A. Thi^^ is no precise period for the rise wd 
decline of the vaccine pustule. Ilie inocuhtioa 
of the cow-pox^ in that respect^ is subject to the 
came law^ and liable to the same variation^ with the. 
inoculation c^ the small-pox. 

Q. The cow-poi being a much milder disorder 
than the small-pox^ is it not more difficult to as* 
certain whether the patient has had the r^ular 
e6ufse of that disorder^ than of the smaIl-po9L ? 

A. It is not more difficult to determine wh9<^ 
iher a patient has had the regular cow-pox^ prc^ 
vided care is taken not to ifltemipt the regular pro- 
gress of the vaccine pustule by friction. 

Q. Did you ever know local infirnnnrntion takt 
place after vaccine inoculation^ and yet go off with-* 
out producing the disorder ? 

JL. I have known local inflammation produced 
both from inoculation with vaccine, and inocula- 
tion with variolous matter, without being £:dlowed 
by any pustule. In this respect therefore the two 
inoculations are similar, and I know of no advan* 
tage either in this or any other respect which the 
inoculation of the small-pox possesses over that of 
the cowrpox. 

<^. Have you ever seen the spurious sort of 
cow-pox ? 

A. I have seen it in the cow. 

Q. Have you ever seen a pustule produced^ 
without the complete disorder following ? 

if • I 
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^ A. I have seen a spurious pustule whidi hasnot 
been Followed by the real disorder. 

Q. Do pustules of this sort differ from the ge- 
nuine in the days of their appearing and turning ? 

A. They differ much. Iliey commonly appear 
on the first or second day of inoculation, and ar- 
rive at their height about the sixth day, aflcr 
which th^ soon disappear. I consider this not as 
a vaodne disease, but merely as a festering in the 
part where the pimcture was made. — Withdrew. 
4djoumed. 



vjivsais 26* DIB ukvsti, 1802. 



Abmiral Beekblbt in the Chair. 



■s. 

The Rev. G* C. Jenner called ifi and examined. No. i6t 

Q. Are you conversant in the practice of vac-* 
cine inoculation, and what numbers have you in- 
oculated? 

A. I am ; and have inoculated 30CX) persons. 

Q. In that number have you met with any un- 
£ivourable cases ^ 

A. Not one ; although I have inoculated per^ 
sons from the earliest infancy to eighty years of age^ 
and under those circumstances in which it would 

8 2 japt 
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not be phident,* or indeed safe, to inoculate "witk. 
variolous virus ; such as children at th6 time di 
dentition, ahd women in every stage of pregnancy, 
from- the first month to the last week. 

Q. What number of your patients have been 
subjected to the test of snlall-pox infecticm, and 
with what effect ?- - 

A. Up\vards of 200 of my patients haVe sinoe 
been inoculated with active small*pox matter, and 
at least an equal number exposed to the eonta«- 
gious effluvia of that disease, but in na ii^tanoe 
was the small-pox produced. On the arms of 
some of those inoculated with small-pox, a slight 
local inflammation shewed itself, which disappeared 
in the course of four or five days. Some of these 
persons were put to the test of the small-pox after 
the period of a year. 

Q. Is the perfect pustule always to be dlstin-- 
guisiied from the imperfect or spurious ? 

A, Yes, by those who have paid a proper atten- 
tion to the practice of vaccine inoculation. I have 
published my sentiments on the imperfect or spu- 
rious vaccine pustule in the Medical and Physical 
Journal, w^hich I beg leave to lay before the Com-* 
mittee. 

Q. Will vaccine inoculation supersede the in- 
fection of the small -pox, when the patient has 
been exposed to a \Tariofeted atmosphere previous 
to inoculation ? • 

• A. From my own experience I am induced t^ 

believe 



believe it will^ and I am confirmed in this opinion 
by a circumstance which occurred in Gioucester- 
rfiire under my immediate observation. A boy 
infected with the natural smafl-pox came home to 
his father's cottage : four days after the eruption 
had appeared upon this boy, the family (none of 
which had ever had the smail-pox), consisting of 
the father, mother, and five children, were inocu- 
hted with vaccine virus. On the arm of the 
mother it failed to produce the least effect, and 
Aie had the small-pox ; but the rest of the fa- 
mily had the cow-pox in the usual mild way, and 
were not affected with the small-pox, although 
they w^e in the same room, and the children 
slept in the same bed with their brother, who was 
confined to it with the natural small-pox, and 
subsequently they slept with their mother. 

Q. To what did you attribute the failure of the 
vaccine virus on the mother ? 

A. To the use of dried vaccine virus j which 
does not in all cases prove so active as that which 
is taken immediately from onq ^rm, ^ud inserted 
into another. 

Q. Do you then imagine that cJilldreti are more 
susceptible than persons at a more advanced period 
of lifcy as this family were all inoculated with the 
?ame virus ? 

A. From my general observation I find them to 
be so, 

B 3 C?- What 
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Q» What 18 your general opinion of vacdne in- 
oculation ? 

A. That if the practice were universally adopted 
it would in a riiort time annihilate the small-pox, 

Q. How long had the matter with which thi$ 
person was inoculated been taken from the arm ? 

A. I do not know ; I did not inoculate the p»-r 
son myself^ but was present when the operation 
was performed by my brother Mr. H. Jenner, 
surgeon^ at Berkeley. 

Q. Have you known many instances of the 
vaccine inoculation not succeeding ? 

A. In the early part of my practice^ I met with 
many instances of the kind^ which were owing to 
my using vaccine virus taken at too advanced a 
stage of the disease ; but since I have made it a 
rule never ta inoculate with matter after the eighth , 
or ninth day of the disease^ I have seldom met with 
a failure. I inoculated 238 individuals on the 
same day with recent vaccine virus (taken on the 
eighth day of the disease), and every one of them 
had the cow-pox in the most perfect manner. 

Q. Has it ever happened in your experience, 
that of persons inoculated with the same virus, 
some have had the perfect disorder, and some the 
Spurious ? 

A. I refer to the Medical Journal above mieii'- 
tioned as an answer. 

Q. Is the progress of the disorder, as to ita 
coming out, and turning, uniform ? 

A^ la 
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J. In general it is. I have^ however^ seen a 
few exceptions in my practice. One or two cases 
Qocorred where the pr€)gress of the disease was 
retarded for ^t least a fortnight before there were 
any visiUe i^ypearances of the inoculation having 
succeeded ; but afterwards the pustules made their 
regular progress* 

Q. Is the course of the spurious disorder uni-> 
venally quicker than the perfect ; so as to form a 
cert^ criterion between the sorts ? 

J. It has been so in every case that has come 
under my observation. 

Q. Do you consider the pustule alone as const!* 
tuting the complete disease ? 

J. When the pustule assumes the genuine cha- 
racter, the patient may be considered as safe from 
any future attack of the smdl-pox^ although there 
has been no apparent constitutional indisposition. 

Q. Can the same patient take the cow-pox 
twice? 

^. I conceive a second inoculation^ if the first 
had been efficient, would produce only a slight 
local inflammation round the punctured part. I 
never could produce the regular pustule a second 
time, though I have made many experiments— 
I have seen the perfect vaccine pustule aft^ the 

SffUtlt-pOX» 

Q. Can the inoculated small-pox be taken a se- 
cond time? 
J. I cannot s(>eak fr6m my own experience, but 

£ 4 have 
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have heard of mmiy cases of thekind from respect- 
able authority.— -/^i/A^/r^re;. 



No. 17. Mr. BiRCH^ Surgeon at St. Thomases HospitaJ^ called 

in and examined. 

Q. Are you conversant with the vaccine inocu* 
iation^ and what is your opinion of it ? 

A. I have seen it often, but have not practised 
it. I do not think I have attended to it enough 
to give a positive opinion. 

Q. Have you ever known of any cases of real 
vaccine inoculation which have failed ? 

A. When the natural small-pox has appeared 
in St. Thomas*s Hospital, I have frequently 
been accustomed to inoculate such patients as 
chose to submit to it ; and with success. On this 
occasion it was proposed to me that I should ino^ 
culate a child at its mother's breast with vaccine 
virus, the mother having been admitted for a fever, 
which proved small-pox. I objected to sacrificing 
my own experience to experiment, but left it to 
be done by another gentleman. The child had 
the vaccine pustule satisfactorily in tlie opinion of 
those who inoculated it. The mother went isafely 
through the natural small-pox. After \X\q disease 
had terminated in mother and child, the child wa^ 
taken very ill with fever, and they thought it 
would die, but on the appearance of an eruption 
it grew better. They were dismissed in t^iis state 

froip 
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from the Hospital ; I followed them to their lodg« 
ijig, and this eruption of the child in my belief 
vras the small-pox. It was at that time called an 
hybride disease^ and would not have been allowed 
by the advocates for vaccine inoculation to have 
been small-pox, if similar circumstances soon 
afterwardis in the Hospital had not made it appear 
that the patient, having taken the natural smalls 
pox, would not be prevented from the consequence- 
of it by the vaccine inoculation. . 

Q. What similar circumstances do you allude 
to? 

uif Two or three cases of the small-ppx ap» 
pearing after Uie vaccine inoculation. 

Q. Who inoculated these patients with the vac» 
cine xnatter ? 

^» I believe i^ne of the physicians pufils^ but can^ 
not tell his name. 

Q. Who are the best evidences to call in order 
to prove these facts to the Committee ? 

ji, Mr, Whitfield, the apothecary, who woul4 
have been the best, is dead ; his son, perhaps^ 
now, who is apothecary to the Hospital, and livejj 
there, 

Q, Were any of these cases fatal ? 

^. No. ^ 

Q. Was your opinion of the vaccine inocula- 
tion favourable before any of these cases occurred? 

A. I have been so frequently deceived by reports 
pf facts in other matters^ that I am apt to doubt, 

and 
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and not to be convinced but by repeated fectfi tm^ 
der my own inspection : in the instance of vaccine 
inoculation I had not seen enough to judge. 

Q. In the instances you have mentioned, whose 
particular department is it in an hospital to inquire 
into the facts ? 

A. In St. Thomas's Hospital we are particular. 
The surgeons never direct medicines but when the 
physician is absent. 

Q. Do you consider inoculation under the head 
ctf medicine, or operation ? 

ji» Operation ; the province of the surgeon : 
but if any fever should arise beyond what is ex- 
pected, the physician is always called in in that 
hospital. 

Q. Did you not then make inquiry mto the 
particulars of these patients who were inoculated 
with the vaccine virus, and who you say* were 
afterwards attacked with the small-pox ? 

ji. They were not all under my particdfar care, 
but I saw them as I passed through the wards y 
because the circumstances were mentioned by the 
jtntng gefiilemen who were following me. 

Q. Did you not make particular inquiries re- 
specting the treatment they had imdergone, and 
whether they had been inoculated in the manner 
recommended by those who have treated upon the 
cow-pox ? 

j1. I was not very ' particular in my inquiries, 
4 because 
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hmmt I have always had reason to he so well sa- 
tisfied with the instructions which Baron Dimsdale 
had given me for inoculation. 

Q. Then you cannot take upon yourself to say 
that these patients were properly inoculated with 
the true vaccine virus ? 

ji^ I verily kelieve they were^ because they had 
the disease to the satisfaction of the surgeons, 
and because it was afterwards allowed by the gen* 
tlomaii who proposed it, that the vaccine inocula- 
tion would not always prevent the small-pox if the 
patient had been in tie way of natural infection. 

Q. Aie you certain that those patients had not 
received Jhe infectien, of the natural smalUpox fre^ 
vions to their inoculation with the vaccine virus f 

A. I tiink they certainly had ; but I think if they 
had beeo inoculated with small-pox matter instead 
^ vaocine matter^ they would only have had the 
inoculated small-pox. 

Q. You have stated that the surgeons who \x\s^ 
culated these patients with the vaccine matter were 
perfectly satisfied that they had taken it in a right 
wqf ; Gto yoa inform the Committee who thorns 
surgeons were ? < 

A. The surgeons were Mr. Chandler, myself^ 
and Mr. Cline. We have each of us so much to 
de^ that We pay no attention to each others pa-, 
tieftts^ unless called upon for advice. 

Q. On what day after the vaccine inoculation 

did 
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did the eraption^ which you believe to be the 
$ mall'pox^ appear upon the child ? 

A. I made no notes ^ and camtot recollect. 

Qf In the other cases was the small-pox longer 
in appearing than in the usual progress of the disxi 
order ? 

A. I cannot answer that question^ not attend-^ 
;ng them, 

Qp Have you known any instances of other dis- 
orders or humours supposed to have been excited 
or produced by vaccine inoculation ? 

ji. Not of myself, only by report. 

Q. Can ygu inform the Committee to what me-, 
dical p^sons or others, they can apply to receive 
that information ? 

ji. I have heard much more from gentlemen 
practising in the country, than in London. Mr. 
Davis, of Bicester, in Oxfordshire, was a strongs 
advocate for the cow-pox a long time. I have seen, 
him within three months, and he told me that he 
and Mr, Grosvenor of Oxford had given up the 
vaccine practice from circumstances which had o&» 
curred to them, and added, that he now only wcm^ 
dered they were ever afraid of the smalUpox. Mr. 
Slater, of High Wycombe, told me last year that 
he was inoculating very many persons about that 
place for the small-pox, because of the accidents 
and failures of the vaccine inoculation. Mr. Nooth,- 
of Bath,, told me lately of a strong case. at B^th, 

wher^ 
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%here the siriall-^pot followed the vaccine inocula* 
tion under very accurate drcumstahces^ 

Q. Have you heard of any other insttotei 
i;?here the small-pox is supposed to have followed 
the vaccine inoculation, where the patient could 
not have received the variolous infection previous 
to the vaccine ? . ' . . 

^. Not that I can n^ention. 

Q. Are there any circumstances you would wish 
to add on the subject ? 

-^. It appears to me that the absorbent system 
receives some particular change after the inocula-^ 
tion of the small-pox, which makes it for ever inca- 
pable of being injured a second time by that active 
poison ; therefore I have been taught not to con- 
sider my business as finished after inoculating for 
small-pox, till I have restored the skin and glan-- 
dular system to their original healthy state, which. 
I am accustomed to recommend to be done by 
friction, bathings clothing, and diet. 

Q. Do you know the average loss in your prac^ 
tice by inoculating the small-pox ? 

^. I never had the misfortune to lose one. out 
of more than 200. 

Q. Are you aware of this circumstance m the 
vaccine inoculation, that the security which the 
constitution receives, depends upoA the perfect 
progress of the pustule ? . 

A* 1 have underslood so* 

Q. Are you aware of the spurious vaccine pox ? 

A. I 
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A. I have heanl too much ti that^ and all the 
Mures which have been talked of have been lA* 
tributed to it. 

Q» In the child b^re mentioned was the enqi« 
tion a violent one ? 

A. By no means. 

Q. Do you know of any instance of a person 
being inoculated for the vaccine pox catching the 
nhall^^x upon being exposed to the infection ? 

A* I do not. — Withdrew. 



No. i8. Dr. Savndbbs, late Senior Physician to Gufs Ho»-i 

ptalj called in and examined. 

Q, Whom do you look upon as the first disocK 
rerer of the vaccine inoculation ? 

A. Dr. Jenner, in so far as I consider him as 
the first person who ascertained the various and 
important facts upon the subject^ and who made 
an application of those fects for the benefit of 
mankind. 

Q. Do you conceive the new system of inocu- 
lation introduced by Dr. Jenner to be perfectly 
safe^ and an efficacious preventive of the small- 
pox ? 

A. Yes, I do ; provided the vaccine virus be jmx)^ 
perly introduced into the system^ and go through 
its complete progress. 

<?. What 



63 

Q* What is your general opinion of the vaccine 
inoculation ? 

ji. That it is one of the most important dis- 
coveries ever made for the benefit of the hxunan 
race ; and that if the practice continue to pre* 
vail, it bids feir ultimately to extirpate the poison 
of the natural small-pox. 

Q« If Dr. Jenna-. had not made this discovery 
puUic, do you think it m%ht have been a source 
o£ greater emolument to him ? 

ji. Most certainly ; provided he had rendered 
tiie subject more studiously mysterious, and by 
that means secured to himself in some degree a 
monc^fy of the practice, instead of acting to- 
\fards the public and the profession in the liberal 
and candid manner he has done. — Withdrev:. 
Adjourned. 
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ApMi&AL B£2iK£L£T hi the Chair. 



Dr. Joseph Marshall called in and examined. No. 19*. 

Q. At what period, and where, did you first be- 
gin to practise the vaccine inoculation ? 
Ay lafhie summer of 1799 ^ Gloucestershire, 

Q. From 
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i^i Fr6iri whom did you receive yotir instruptions 
bn this subject ? 

A. From Dr* Jennefr- . ^ 

Q. Did you not introduce thi^ practice amongst 
the troops in some of his Majesty's garrisons in 
the Mediterranean, and in different parts of the 
continent of Europe ? : ^ 

jf. In July 180Q, accompanied by Dr. John 
"VValker, who assisted me in sopie of the inqcuJa-' 
lions, I commenced this practice on board his 
Majesty's ship the Endymion, eleven of wnose 
crew were inoculated, and went through the dis»- 
ease without any remission of the ordinary duty^ 
or any deprivation of th^ir usual allowance of wine 
or provisions, — [5ir Thomas fVilliams's certificate 
delivered in.'] — On my leaving England, his Royal 
Highness the Duke of York was pleased to give 
me letters to General O'Hara, and the Hon. Ar- 
thur Paget, his Majesty's Minister at the Court of 
Sicily. On my arrival at Gibraltar, I delivered his 
Royal Highness's letter to General O'Hara, in 
consequence of which the soldiers of the garrison 
who had not had the small-pox were inoculated 
with the cow*pox. The plague at this time pre- 
vented the garrison from receiving their usual sup- 
ply of fresh provisions from Barbaiy, and Spain 

ft 

\v:xs shut against them by the war ; their food in 
consequence was principally salt provisions sent 
from England, and they generally indulged in 
drinking new wines* This diet, added to the 
2 excesses 
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excesses which soldiers usually commit, put the 
cow-pox to a severe trial ; especially when it is 
further considered, that they performed theii*. fa- 
tigue, and ordinary regimental duties, as usual, under 
the inoculation ; and So far was the cow-pox from 
. preventing their doing this, that not one single 
case occurred where medicine was required, or any 
application was requisite to the inoculated part, 
though the heat of the atmosphere was frequently 
upwards of ninety degrees of Fahrenheit s thermo^ 
meter. In corroboration of this, I beg leave to 
ky before the Committee the surgeon-major's cer- 
tificate- At Minorca the same success attended 
the inoculation, where it was also generally intro- 
duoed amongst the inhabitants, and their medical 
men instructed in the practice. Such seamen also 
on board of the British fleet under the command 
of Admiral Lord Keith as had not had the small- 
pox were inoculated with the cow-pox ; and so ex- 
tremely mild 'were its symj^toms, that the captain 
of the fleet, Philip Beaver, Esq. declared he 
should have no objection to meet the enemy with 
the whole of the crew of each ship of the fleet 
under inoculation. At Malta its practice was also 
generally introduced both amongst the troops and 
inhabitants ; and an hospital called the Jennerean 
Institution was established by the Governor, Sir 
Alexander Ball, for the inoculation of' the poor 
gratis.' In this island the ravages of th$ small-pox 
had always been dreadful, and they were under the 

J* greatest 
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greatest appreliensions of it at the time of my ar- 
rival, as some of the men of war, then in the har- 
bour, had the small-pox on board, and had buried 
Beveral of their men. This apprehension was also 
entertained by tlie Admiral, and General Sir Balph 
Abercromby, each of whom issued orders for the 
inoculation of such seameii and soldiers with the 
cow-pox, under their respective commands, as had 
not had the small-pox. The benefit tlie island 
of Malta received from the introduction of tliis 
discovery, will be best described by the certificate 
of Sir Alexander Ball. In Sicily the small-pox 
had been, if possible, still more fatal and more 
dreadful than in Malta ; for the computation of 
deaths occasioned by it in the year preceding 
my arrival, exceeded 8000 m the cilji of Palerma 
alow. The introduction of the cow-pox was 
therefore received with enthusiasm, and an hos- 
pital similar to that at Malta was immediately 
established by the King ; and although the small- 
pox soon after niy arrival in the city again, appearetl, 
it was immediately stopped by the practice of the 
cow-pox inoculation, "wliich way extended througit 
the whole island. The benefit received at Palermo 
from the introduction of the cow-pox, excited a 
strong desire for its practice in Naples, where the 
amall-pox has always been considered as very 
fatal. An hospital was also there established by 
his Majesty, and the practice of inocubtion willi 
tlje cow-pox was speedily adopted throughout the 
i**M;--. 5 whole 
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whole kingdom ; his Migesty having commanded 
tl^t children to.be inoculated^ attended by surgeons 
to be instructed in the practice^ should be sent 
from eadi province to the hospital at Naples^ and 
thus cacrying both the knowledge of the disease, 
^nd mevfis for the practice of it^ into their re- 
.^pecl^ve provinces. On my leaving Naples the 
King WIS pleased to express his approbation of my 
services by appointing me his physician extraor* 
dinary, and jpresenting me with a gold medal ; he 
also caused to be delivered to me a dispatch to his 
. Axobassador in London, in which he was pleased 
to. express his satisfaction at the benefit his king- 
dom had derived from this discovery, a copy of 
whidi, with the Ambassador's note to Lord 
Hawkeshury, I beg leave to deliver in to the Com- 
mittee* I.have also extended this inoculation to 
other parts of Europe, to Borne, LiCghom, and 
Geneva, and in every instance where tried, I 
ibund it resisted, the infection of the small-pox. 

Q. Did you in the course of this toiu* ever ob- 
tmn intelligence that such a mode of inoculation 
vras^ ever known or communicated by any other 
person than Dr. Jenner ? 

ji» No, I never did, and conceive Dr. Jenner 
to be the inventor ; and sa far from the inhabit- 
ants of those countries having the most distant 
idea that so slight a disease as the cow-pox should 
have the power of resisting the small-pox, they 
frequently declared it to be nothing less than mi- 

F 2 raculous, 
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raculous, nor did tliey, till after repeated and public 
trials of its efficacy, put belief in it. As dti ex- 
ample of the disbelief entertained by the medical 
men of Naples, I beg leave to relate a trial which 
they instituted soon after my arrival at Naples^ and 
without my knowledge, at the Foundling Hospital^ 
where they first inoculated with the cow-pox a 
considerable number of the children, and after they 
had passed through the disease, exposed them to 
all possible modes of infection firom the small-pox^ 
both by inoculation and by making them sleep in 
beds with people infected with the small-pox. 
This trial, so publicly made, and which had ex- 
cited the attention of the whole city, completely 
established the reputation of the cow-pox resist- 
ing the infection of the small-pox, and they ap- 
pointed a deputation of the Medical Committee to 
me, publicly to express their conviction of its 
efficacy. 

Q. What number did you inoculate, or were 
inoculated under your directions ? 

A. The number was very considerable ; I should 
stippose upwards of 10,000, many of whom were 
subjected to every possible means of being in- 
fected with the small-pox — all of whom resisted. 
I should suppose this number would amoimt to 
2000, but have not kept any 'accurate account. 

Q. Did you ever observe the vaccine inocuku- 
tion to introduce or excite any other disease ? 

ji* No, I never did ; on tlie contrary, I have 

frequently 
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frequently observed that children in a weak state of 
healthy have immediately after passing through 
the vaccine inoculation begun to thrive and be- 
come vigorous. 

Q. Do you think that a person whose consti* 
tution has distinctly undergone the vaccine dis- 
ease is in future susceptible of the same disorder ? 

ji. So far as my experiments have been made^ 
I am inclined to believe he is not. 

Q. Have you inoculated many such a second 
time, and what appearances have you pbserved to 
follow ? 

^. I have inoculated I suppose twenty, and the 
appearance of the inoculated part has been such 
as usually follows the introduction of any matter ; 
local inflammation being generally excited by the 
small formation of matter in the part. 

Q. Do you think that those who have already 
gone through the small-pox, either casual or ino- 
culated, are susceptible of the vaccine disease ? 

ji. I have never made any experiments of that 
nature.' 

Q. Is the spurious pustule of cow-pox easily 
distinguishable from the real ? 

ji. Undoubtedly, a person w^ho has once seen 
the true cow-pox pustule can never be mistaken,—* 
Withdrew. 
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No. 20. Jl/r. John' Griffiths, Sti^geofi^ ealhdinani 

txaimntd. 

Q. Did you attend the Bishop of Winchester's 
family to inoculate his grandchild with vaccine 
fluid? 

A. I did inoculate three of Mr. Gamier's chil- 
dren, who are the Bishop's grandchildren, at the 
palace at Chelsea, all of whom went through the 
disease perfectly well, and have had no complaint 
since, that I have heard of. I saw Mr. Gamier 
last year, who informed me the children had never 
been ill since: I was perfectly surprised to hear 
there had been any rq)orts to the contrary. I have 
inoculated upwards of 1500 persons with the. vac- 
cine matter, and not one of whom have had any 
untoward symptom, and I have inoculated three 
of my own children at various periods within these 
three years. I can give instances where. I have 
inoculated two children of two families In the same 
house ; one child of each j&mily sickened with the 
small-pox the same evening, and the eruption 
came out ; the other child slept in the same bed, 
and went through the cow-pox fever soon enough 
to prevent it taking infection from the other cWld ; 
and the same thing happened to the other family 
in the same house. Another instance was a diikl 
inoculated for the vaccine. The nurse informed 
me that her husband had inoculated his own three 
children for the small-pox on the same day ; upon 

which 
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which 1 desired her tobringthe diiild I had inoculated 
with cow-pox for eight or nine days, that I might see 
how it went through the dhtease, and not to bring 
it after the nitith day, on account of the other 
children sickening, which they did, and I called 
about six weeks afterwards to make inquiries ; 
the husband informed me his three children had 
had the small-pox, but the child inoculated had 
only its arm sore, which was what I wanted to as- 
certain, as this (Avid was constantly with thOTl.— - 



Dr. Thomas Dale calkd in and examined* Nfo. 21. 

Q. A letter having been sent to this Committee, 
informing them that you can give some particulars 
teMing to the cow-pox and its preventive quali- 
ties being known for a considerable length of time, 
stat6 what you know upon the subject. 

ji. I have no personal experience of that fact 
myself y but understand from the information of 
a medical person highly deserving of credit, that 
the cow-pox had been known to himself and to 
some old practitioners in the country, to have pre- 
vented completely the introduction of the small- 
pox into that habit which had previously gone 
through the vaccine disease, and that this know- 
ledge was founded upon a great variety of cases 
that had occurred during a period of thirty or forty 
y6ars^ (it even more. 

F4 Q, Do 
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Q. Do you mean the casual vaccine disease^ or 
by inoculation ? 

A. The. casual vaccine disease^ the inoculation 
of that disease having been exclusively introduced 
by Dr. Jenner, — Withdrew. 



No; 22* Dr. Thomas Denman called in and examined. 

» 

Q. Do you consider the vaccine inoculation as a 
safe practice ? 

A. Perfectly. 

Q. Are you of opinion that it is a perfect pre- 
ventive of small-pox ? 

A. I believe the vaccine inoculation absolutely 
prevents the small-pox. 
' Q. Whom do you consider as the discoverer of 
the vaccine inoculation ? 

A. I consider Dr. Jenner exclusively as the dis- 
coverer thereof. — Withdrew. Adjourned. 
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Admiral Berkeley in tie Chair. 



Mr, David Taylor, Surgeon^ cf fVooUon Under* No. 25. 

edge, ealled in and examined* 

Q. Do you know any thing of the letters and 
papers delivered to the Committee which appear 
without dates ? and can you speak to their con- 
tents ? 

j1. That letter was wrote before the 25th ci 
March 1800. As to the case of Mr. Austin's 
child^ she certainly had not the cow-pox, and 
therefore the eruptions could not be the vaccine ; 
and it is to that case the advertisement [advertise- 
ment produced'] signed by me, which I published 
immediately after I had examined the circum- 
stances of the case, and subsequent to the above 
letter^ alludes. As to the case at Sodbury, I have no 
knowledge of it. As to the second part of the letter 
respecting the old woman atLeighterton, affer a full 
and minute investigation before five or six persons 
meeting for the purpose, they unanimously deter- 
mined the former disease not to have been cow- 
pox, and of course the small-pox must necessa- 
rily produce its effect. Respecting the extract of 
Dr. Jenner's letter to me, it only proves that Mr. 

Cline, 
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Qine, who had also examined the case df Mr. 
Austin's (Mid attentivdy^ was equally satisfied 
with myself, that she had never suffered with the 
vaccine disease. 

Q. At the time you wrote that letter, had yoa 
practised the vaccine inoculation ? 

A. I had, bat an a very smaS degree $ bnt 
since I have extended say practice publicly and 
gratuitously to the number of about 2000 without 
a single £iilure. 

Q. Have you ever exposed those patients iha- 
culated with the Vaccine matter to the small-pox ? 

u4. Yes ; I have inoculated at least one third, 
taking them indiscriminately, with the active small* 
pox matter ; and have never found in any instance 
a single symptom of variolous disease produced* 

Q. Were you acquainted with Dr. Jfenner*s 
medical practice in Gloucestershire before he made 
the discovery of the vaccine inoculation public, 
and was it extensive ? 

A. I was acquainted with it : he was situated 
in a very populous neighbourhood without any 
practising physician within fourteen miles, well 
supported, and of course in the most iextensive 
practice. 

Q. Do you think that in consequence of his 
quitting his situation in the country, and coming 
to London, he has not lessened his income ? 

ji. Most considerably ; as two physicians have 
succeeded to the situation which Dr, Jenner has 

left. 
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left, both of whom are supposed to be in conai^ 
derable practice; and <^ course Dr. Jenner^s 
former situation cannot be re^ttainable. With 
regard to Mr. Austin's child, I did not see th6 
progress of the disorder; but fix)m the account 
cc»nmunicated to me by those who had marked its 
progress, no medical person having seen the dlild, 
I was apprehensive it had not taken the infection^ 
aiki strongly recommended the small-pox inocu* 
lation. 

Q. Do yott know of any instance of ulcerated 
arms or humours that have followed the inocuku 
tUfn of the cow-pox, either genuine or spurious ? 

ji. Certainly not, — fVithdrevo. 



Dr. liiSTBR, formerly Physician to the StnaJUpox^ No# 04* 
and now Physician to St. Thomases Hospital^ 
called in and examined. 

Q. Can you give any information respecting the 
child that took the small-pox in St. Thomas's Hos^ 
pital after it had been inoculated with the cow^ 
pox? 

ji. I can speak of a case that happened in July 
J800» A woman, Sarah Howard, and a child^ 
Abraham Howard, about twelve months old, at the 
breast^ were admitted for small-pox on the 24th of 
July. Sarah Howard was taken ill on the 19th of 
July^ and, according to her account, the small-pox 
i^eared on the aoth* Abraham Howard was in- 
oculated 
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oculated with cow-pox matter on tlie 26th of Jifly, 
and became ill on the 2d of August* An eruption 
was first seen on the gth^ and was first discovered 
by me on the 12th. It had then only two or three 
pustules, one on the wrist, and another on the 
neck, which were scabbing, and contained a small 
quantity of pus* I did not see them after, but I 
understand they disappeared in two or three days : 
but I saw the child^, afterwards, and there were no 
marks where the pustules had been. My opinion 
at the time was, that from the appearance of the 
pustule it was impossible to Jef ermine the natur$ 
of ihe^ eruption ; it was probable that it was an 
eruption conpected with teethings as the child 
about that time cut two teeth ; it might, however, 
have been local small-pox, such as take place \\\ 
nurses who have already had the small-pox, but 
handle small-pox patients ; it was possible, how- 
ever, that it might be constitutional small-pox : 
but this was unlikely both from its appearing too 
late after exposure to small-pox infection, and from 
no illness having preceded it ; for the illness 
which took place on the 2d of August was too long 
before to be the occasion of an eruption which 
appeared on the Qth. But whatever was the na-^ 
ture of the eruption, the case certainly affords m 
objection to the practice of cow-pox inoculation^ 
as the child had been so long exposed to smallpox 
infection before it was inoculated with the cow^ 
pox. In order to throw light on the nature of tl^ 

eruption. 
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eruption, I had desired that matter should be taken 
from these pustules in order to inoculate vM\^ 
but by some accident this Avas omitted. 

Q. Do you conceive that the itioculation of 
small-pox in the metropolis has been one of the 
great caases of keeping up the infection of that 
disease, and consequently of its spreading ? 

ji* I have no doubt of it. • 

Q. What is your pinion of the merits of vac- 
cine inoculation? 

^: I believe it to be a much milder disease, 
and, equally with the small-pox inoculation, to pre- 
vent the casual small-pox, and at the same time 
not to be capable of communicating infecticm but 
by contact. 

; Q. Can you relate any case of small-pox appear- 
ing on those who were previously supposed to have 
been secured from infection by the cow-pox ? 

A. I cannot state from my own knowledge, but 
the fact is acknowledged by medical men o( exj)e- 
rience. 

Q. Are there ^any instances of persons having 
had the constitutional small-pox after having been 
inoculated without producing it, and after the arm 
had produced matter from which the constitutionfil 
disease had been excited in others ? 

ji. No instances of that kind have fallen withia 
my own knowledge, but the fact is generally ac 
knowledged by medicd men, and a strong <Qase of 
U is mentioned by a Mr, Dawson, of Sodborougli* 

Iti 



In the third volume of Me(fical TVansactions there 
;s a ca«e of two persons being inoqilateci^ from 
whose arms nineteen persons were inoculated; 
the two first had not the constitutional disease of 
the small-pox, but took the constitutional disease 
frotn those who had the constituticmal disease in a 
regular manner* 

Q. Is. it your opinion that a constitutional dis- 
ease is essential to the perfect cow-pox, or that the 
disorder is contained in the pustule alone ? 

A. I have no doubt that some affection of the 
constitution is necessary. 

Q. Do you mean such an affection of the con- 
stitution as is discernible ? 

A* My experience of the cow-pox is not such aS 
wiables me to say that it can be discerned in every 
case. 

Q. Would you ventjare to pronounce a patient 
safe who had had the regular pustule after vaccine 
inpculation, but in whom you had not been able 
to discern any constitutional disorder ? 

A* I should pronounce such a person safe, be- 
cause I should suppose that the constitutional af- 
fection had taken place during the regular progress 
cf the pustule, as sometimes happens in the ino- 
culated small-pox, though it had not» been ob- 
served. 

Q. Do you then think that an essential part to 
constitute this disease is a constitutional affection 

of 
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of such a sort, as in many cases cannot be discerned 
by a miediQ^l pierspn ? 

jf. I doubt whether there are many cases in 
which a medical person^ if his attention was alive 
to every circumstance, might not observe the con* 
stitutional disease, as happens in the inoculattd 
8mall-pox. 

Q. Do you believe that this opinion with r^ard 
to the essential properties of a constitutional af- 
fection is prevalent among the faculty and practi* 
doners of this mode of practice ? 

ji. I have no means of knowing the opinions 
of medical men, but I believe that the generality 
of medical men believe a constitutional disease 
necessary.— ^//Ai/r«y. 
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No. a6. jy^» William Cupr, Drawing-mas fer ^^ called in 

and examined. 

Q. How long have you been employed in mak* 
ing the plates for illustrating Dr. Jenner's systein 
of inoculation ? • 

ji. Between three and four years. 

Q. From bein^ so employed have you formed 
any precise ideas of the difference between the 
true and spurious vaccine pustule, so as to enable 
you to speak with confidence upon a view of them ? 

ul. I have seen several hundreds of the true 
pustule in its different stages throughout the dis- 
ease, and considerable numbers of tlie spurious ; 
^e difference is so striking between the true and 
the spurious, even to a common observer, that I think 
it almost impossible to mistake one for the other. 

Q. Was you at Bath when any trials of the vac- 
cine inoculation were performed there ? 

A. I saw two children in November or De- 
cember 1800, that were inoculated by Dr. Davis. 
• 

* It is but justice to Mr. Cu£Fto observe, that his delineations 
^d colouring of the vaccine pustule are so beautifully correct and 
delicate^ that when the plate to the *< Instructions of the Jenne- 
rean Society" (duod. 1803)9 and to Mr. Ring's $econd Volume^ 
is duly viewed and considered, it will not be thought presunu)tuous 
to declare, that he stands little chance of being supplanted by any 
the most dexterous competitor. 

When 
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When I saw them they had the true character; of 
the disease^ and one inoculated by Mr. Goldston^ 

Q. Did. yoa form imy opinion df them ? and did 
you commuiiioate it to any person ? 

-^. From the conversatiwi I had with Dr, Da- 
vis^ I conceived that he had not that knowledge of 
the disease which I thought necessary ; he did not 
seem to imagine that it would m$ke any difference 
as to the time at which the matter w^ takai. He 
acknowledged to me that he had not so much in- 
formation as he could wish^ and should be happy 
to have a little more conversation with me^ as he 
found that I had more knowledge than he had 
himself of this disease. When I returned to 
town in January 1801, I saw Dr. Jenner, and had 
6ome conversation with him on the subject. I 
then said I was fearful we should hear of some 
mischief by the inoculators at Bath, in consequence 
of their having so slight a knowledge of the dis- 
ease;^ The two first mentioned diildren's names 
were C!oles, of Northgate Street, Bath, — /f;///- 






l)r» Skey, -p«^ of the Physicians of * the County Uo.aj. 
Hospital at IVorcester^ called in and examined. 

. Q.i.Have you ^had opportunities of contrasting 
the, rdative severity of the small-pox and cow- 
pox? 

• '• ' • Vr A* Yes ; 
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• A. Yes. In the spring of tast year the smalUpo5L 
was generally and fatally ^demic in the city of 
Worcester, and I embrqoe^ the of^portuni^ of in- 
oculating a number of children \vith the cow->po»« 

Q. What was the cfftct ? 

A. Inthatdistriotwh<»'e I inoculated the greatest 
number, the smalt-pox contagion ceased ta exert 
its influence, and the number of its vietams gnu 
dually diminished. 

Q. Was the cow-pox uniformly a milder disease 
than the small-pox ? 

A^ In evety case which I witnessed the iaocu* 
lated cow-pox was incomparably less severe than 
the natural small-pox. 

Q. Did it ever come to your knowle^e that any 
of those patients whom you inoculated with vac^ 
cine matter, received the smaU-pox afterwards \ , 

A. In no one instance ; and they were con- 
stantly exposed to the small-pox infection,, cases 
of the two diseases not unfrequently oocurring 
under the same roof, and at the same timcw 

Q. What do you conceive would have been the 
effect of a previous general inoculation with vao- 
cine matter of the poor in that neighbourhood ? 

A. It appears to me that mq^ny lives woul.4 haye 
been saved, since ttie influence oC thq spiali*pox 
contagion would have been anticipated; and I 
have never yet known a|\ instance in which .any 
considerable degree of hazard was occasioned b)r 
the vaccine inoculation. 

Q. From 
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Q. FSrom your observation are you of opinion 
lliat vaccine inoculation takes plaoe of variolous 
infidctimi previously recdved^ in the same manner 
thttt inoculated smalUpox doed ? 

A. My observation has been too limited to de* 
ctde opo^ that question^ In some instances ii| 
win(^ the constitution wm affected with i»naII-pojc^ 
previous to the inocuktion vrith vaccine, the vac- 
cine pustule underwent its peculiar pmgresd at 
die Mnfie time with the small-pox eruption ; but 
my <)pinion is, that if vaccine inoculation follow 
within two or thyee dliys exposure to small-pox 
ccHitagion, the ktter disease will be superseded. 

Q. Did you meet with any instances of the 
vaccine inoculation not taking effect ? 

Ai. I have met with no such instance, in which 
after a second or third inoculation I did not sue-- 
ceed in ^ving^ as &r as I could judge, the vaccine 
disease. 

Q. Have you met with any insttoces of the 
spurious aort of cow-pox ? 

A. No Such instances have occurred under my 
ioMi observation* 

Q. I>o you concdve that the essence c^ the 
Hasimt constats in the pustule alone^ or in consti- 
ttttidnal disease also ? 

A% Undoubtedly, in a constitutional affection 
supervening a locd disease. 
. Q* Da you mean such a constitutional affection 
aa is isx aU i&stances discemiUe ? 

G 2 A. t 



84^ 

A. I have not always been able to :inark""lhe 
period of constitutional afiection ; but as &r as J 
can recollect, I have noticed in the .genoraKty of 
instances some degree of constituticmal irritation. 

Q. Would you venture to pronounce a pajltent 
safe from the small-pOx who had had the pustule 
in the' regular manner, but in whom you Jbad. been 
uoable to discover any .constitutional Section a^ier 
vaccine inoculation ? . \^. 

. jd. At this period of the inquiry intQ ;the mento 
of the vaccine inoculation, I should feel no, hesi- 
tation in pronouncing a piersoniso; situal^ jsafe 
from small-pox contagion .r^/i^Mdlrfli<^i . :_..: j . 






No. a8. X)f\^ Leti^soM called -in and examnedi 

Q. Whom do you look -upon to be the di 
verer of the vaccine inoculation ? 

A. I consider !>• Jenner ; but after iti » disco- 
very^ and not before, pretensions had been aS6Um<ed 
equally unfounded and unjust. It had* indeed.long 
been known that persons who had received the 
cow-pock from milking infected cows ifCJere* fiier^by 
rendered incapable of taking the small'-^x> bcft 
had not Dr. Jenner discovered- and pmotis^d th6 
inoculation of the cow-pock, I believe it would 
have been still dormant and unknown. • '' 

Q. Do you think that inoculation of the small- 
pox has lessened the deaths occasioned by the 
small-pox \ A. No ; 
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^. No ; I think it has increased the number oi 
deatlis by extending the disease. About the y^r 
1773 I ptLid peurticular attention to this subject ; 
iand this a^xirded some observations applicable to 
the present inquiry^ and decisive upon a large 
scale of calculation, which a table by figures more 
jclearly evinices. [Table delivered w.^ It happens 
that the experience of forty-two years preceding 
the mtroduction of inoculation into this country, is 
;ah?eady placed in a cle^^r point of view, in the Philo- 
sophical Tcan^ctions, by Dr. Jaqies Jurin, who was 
ja'sai^guMie advocate for inoculation, whx>6e testi.- 
mony is therefore unexcep.tipnable : his numbers 
iare.tak^n-from the yearly bills of mortality; and 
^C' reason why the fourteen years from 1686 to 
1701 are omitted is because in the bills the accqupts 
of the ^nall-pox and n^easles are not distingmsh/^d 
an the preceding a«nd following years, but are 
jotaed together jin pne article ; so that from tbi^ 
•po f cert^9 account <^n be drawn of the numbers 
pf per^OQi^ that died by the small-pox. It app^s 
by these tables, that out of 1,005,279 UorWils 
withiil the last forty. two years, 1742 pefsons. ja>ore 
jiave died by. th€i small-pox tlwn tl[ie proportj^^i^p 
iiumber as collected from t^e experieace of ttif 
^iirst forty-ttwo y^ars, pr seventeen mor^ burial^^m 
i&very thousand have .b^en occasioned by the« ^qfifdl^ 
JppX $ince inoculatiQn I^:jbeen ^dopti^. ; sj^k^^ 
L . ft. Does the inoculation of the cow;j)95;jf).yq4r 
<: G 3 opinion 
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opinion secure the person inoculuted froni taking 
the small-pox ? 

A. I believe so, as the method of inoailation 
for the small-pox does ; with this difference, that 
the cow-pox is not infectious. 

Q. Do you believe that the vaccine inoculation 
has diminished the fatality occasioned by the na- 
tural small-pox ? 

A. I believe it has lessened the fatality by les- 
sening the number susceptible of taking the 
»mall-pox ; but the virulence and fatality of the 
small-pox is equally great in proportion to the 
number attacked by it. Even in London the bills 
of mortality are very defective: many parts of 
the metropolis, I believe Mary-le-bone and other 
places, are not included in the bills of mortality ; 
«o that although the deaths by small-pox annuaUj 
amount to 2000, probably not more than 600,QOO 
persons contribute to this number. But London 
and the out-parishes contain nearly 1 ,000,000 of 
people, out of which number 300O probably die 
yearly by the small-pox, or eight every day ; or 
aDowing Great Britain and Ireland to contain 
12,000,000 of people, no less than 36,000 of our 
fellow-subjects are annually sacrificed by the small- 
pox, a disease more fatal than the plague itself; 
with this ilifFerence, that I believe the small-poK 
may be entirely annihilated by the cow-pox, and 
>n annital increase of 36^000 inhabitants preserved 
tp 



87 

t5 the empire^ as nearly about eiglit persons die 
of the smaU^pbt every day in the nieth)pdi8 anici 
itMenvkomn^ ofe* about fif^^six each weeki although^ 
froin some defects ih the l»Hs of mortatity^ the 
amount does not exceed forty-five« If we compare 
thi list Ihrek "UteekA dF the present March^ which 
andude tintty-five deaths^ with the number in 
three wieeks of each March for t^n years preceding^ 
which aihdinits in the Whde to 697^ it will result 
that the ^redetit month is thirty-five less than the 
aver^ of. ten preceding years, that is, from i^QO 
to 1800, which may^ I think, be ascribed to the 
progress of vaccine inoculation^ ' 

Q. Do you think that the cow-pox is ever fatal ? 

jrf. I bdieve that the genuine cow-pox never is ; I 
have reason to conclude that about 60^000 persons 
hAve beeii inoculated with the co\^-pox. I have heard 
cursorily of four deaths 1 but upon mimite inquiry / 
am C9wvinced that three of them had no connexion 
v^ith the cow-^^x ; of the fourth I Imve no accu* 
rate infoirmtttion. Supposing the cow-pox, during 
the process, occupies fourteen days, it appears by 
the deaths in London, that on a common average 
in every 60,000 healthy subjects, seven die rd 
fourteen days without the infliction of any diseaad 
but what is considered to occur in the course of 
Providence. 

Q. We*e you an early convert to this new sys- 
tepi? f' 

•^/Knowing the fatality of the small-pox, and the 

G 4 risk 
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risk occasioned by inoculation, I was early inquisi-^ 
tive upon this important subject, both from its con- 
sequence to mankind in general, and from my ac- 
quaintance with some particular families, who had 
severely suffered by the natural small^pox as well as 
by inoculation ; whilst from those who have adopted 
the practice of vaccine inoculation, no one un&vdur- 
able event that I know of, has resulted : hence I 
acquired the most favourable opinion of the. prac^ 
tice. My experience has not altered that opinion, 

Q. Have you known any inconveniences follow 
the spurious sort of cow-pox ? 

A. Not from my own experience. . 
. Q. Do you imagine if Dr. Jenner had kept this 
practice secret to himself, that he might have 
reaped any considerable emolument therefrom ? 

j4. It is difficult to estimate the amount it might 
have produced, but I think the pecuniary profits 
must have been immense. One person by the 
inoculation of one family by the small -pox was ho- 
noured with a title of nobility, and in money and 
presents acquired about 20,000^ ; and when a cer- 
tainty of escaping the small-pox with impunity was 
known and established, every potentate and great 
femily in Eiirope must have sought his aid, and 
in this view his gains must have been almost 
incalculable. 

Q. Could Dr. Jenner long have kept this new 
practice a secret ? 

Jl. On that subject I have paid much attehtion^ 

and 
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and considering the apparent incredibility of this 
newpractice to common observation, and the secrecy 
with which the Suttonians monopolized the ino* 
eolation of the small-pox, to. all an obvious dis« 
ease ; and the mode of practising it evident, 
I think fully that Dr, Jenner might have exclusively 
kq)t the new practice to himself for a long period 
of time, from the difficulty of ascertaining and dis- 
tinguishing the cow-pox. 

Q. Have you ever known patients who had been 
inocuSsited for the small-pox undergo that disease 
'a second time at a distant period ? 
' ji. I had two relations inoculated under the 
Suttonian method, both of whom afterwards took 
ihe small-pox in the natural way, one of whom 
died. Within twelve months J have attended two 
children in different families, the parents of which 
assured me they had been inoculated for the small- 
pox ^ year or two before my attendance, when 
l5oth were attacked severely with the natural 

small-pox. 

Q. Was there any secret in the Suttonian mode 

of inoculation, or in that practised by Baron 

Dimsdale ? 

•i j4i The mode practised by them was the same 

as now adopted ; but by some vague pretensions 

of the former, the public opinion ran very general 

in their favour, till Baron Dimsdale published his 

account pf the Suttonian method.-^ffjli^irew. 

Adjourned. 
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Admiral Berkeley m the Chair. 



No, 29. J^r. Frampton, Fellow of the Royal Cotlege of 
PhysiciariSj and Physiciau to the London Hospital^ 
called in and examined. 

Q. Is the practice of vaccine inoculaticm cauricd 
on in the hospital to which you are phyaaiciaa, ot 
are you acquainted with any circumstances iiela-^ 
live to it? 

ji. The practice of vaccine inoculation is not 
carried on in the Iiospital to which I am physic 
cian. I have had some few opportunities of see- 
ing somewhat of that practice. 

Q, What is your opinion of it ? 

ji. I think it a perfectly mild and safe disease^ 
and I believe it effectual in preventing the attack 
of small-pox. I have inoculated with vaodn6 in* 
fection three of my own children-H^-oile of thetn, 
two years and a half ago, whom I have since ia^ 
oculated three several times with smalUpo^ matter 
without effect. 

Q. Whom do you consider as the original djs^ 
coverer of the vaccine inoculation ? 

A. I consider Dr. Jenner as the original pro- 
poser of vaccine inoculation. 

Q. Do 
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Q. Do you imagine if Dr. Jenner had kept it a 
secret to himself, that he would hare derived any 
great emolument therefrom ? 

^. I do not imagine he could long have kept 
it entirely a secret. 

Q. Do you not think ^at he might have reaped 
much greater emolument from this discovery by 
not making it public in the manner which he 
has done? 

jf. Undoubtedly much greater, because I think 
it possible that he might, by a less honourable 
line of conduct, have secured to himself a repu- 
tatioa'ci peculiar knowledge and extraordinary 
skill in the practice of vaccine inoculation. 

Qn Have you seen any instances of the spurious 
aort of cow-pox ? 

jf. I have barely seen one instance of sudi a 
pustule on the arm. 

Q. Was that pustule easily discernible from the 
true pustule ? 

^. Very easily. 

Q. Do you know any instances in which per- 
iBons having gone through the vaccine disease 
have had the sm^I-pox ? 

-^. None. 

Q. Do you think that the vaccine inoculatioq 
introduces or excites any other disease } 

A. I have no reason whatever to think so. 

Q. Is the vaccine disease in your opinion con- 
tagious? 



\j4. It IS not. 

Q. Is it a much milder disease than the inocu- 
lated small-pox in the heat manner ? 

Jl. ' In all tb^ instances I haye seen it has been 
so extremely mild as scarcely to deserve the namp 
pf a diiSe»s^.'r-'fi^h4rfw* 



Na» 30. pr. Baillie, Fellow of the Rojal College cf V^y^ 
stcimiSy and lately JPhyftcian of St. George's, Ho^r 
pitaly Mlledin an^i examined. . 

iQv,What i^ yow opinion of the practice of 
vaccine inoculation ? . / . \ J. ' 

j4.^ I think, that the pow-pox forms an extrewely 
mild disease, and that when a patient has pit^erly 
undergone the cow-pox, he is perfectly secure 
from the future infection of the small-pox. ' 

Q. Do you think that Dr. Jenner might have 
reaped more emolument from this .discovery by 
not making it so public ? 

, j4. It may be difficult, iji the present improved 
state of society and df physic, to keep any dis^ 
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covery of this sort altogether a .secret ; but if 
Dr. Jenner had not chosen openly and honourably 
^o have explained to the public all that he knew 
upon the subject, he might, considering tbe.diffi^; 
culties that attend the determination of the most 
proper time for taking the cow-pox matter .^ for 
inoculation^ and the exact appearance of the. Quif} 
- 1 in 
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in hd-iabst'tprGper.^state^ have icqiiired :a. caam 

• Qi Have yoiLever had . any jcases of Ihe Tacx^e 
inbeiiiatioaoxnder yourjoiiiximiQfidiate inspecisoil.? 
yi. As' a genersd physiciait I haveliad ^ittfe ofK 
portunity of seeing many cases of cow-poK^ bie^ 
cause it forms aa iextremely mild disease* J Btave 
seen, however,' a* few: casesiin order to beeome 
thoroughly acquainted wilh the appearances; and 
thetprogrcss of the cow-pox pustule, v ' 

Q. Were any of those cases of the spurious' 
sort? ' ' ...;.-." 

^ ^.- I.believe not. i / * ; . 

Q. Have you ever heard of any cases of the 
true vaccine inoculation having proved fatal ? 

j4. I have heard of one instance two or three 
years ago, which was ^id to have happened at 
the Small-pox Hospital, but do not know any 
thing of .the particulars ; and the Committee are 
probably , in full possession . of the case from the 
evidence of Dr. * Woodville. 

Q. What is your opinion of the ijenefits arising 
from this new mode of inoculation ? 

j4. I believe the benefits to be so great, that 
in my opinion i/ is the most important discovery 
that has ever been made in medicine ^ because the ' > 
disease may be given safely in the earliest periods 
of infancy, in the; weakest constitutions, and uiider 
r peculiar circumstances in which the smaU-pox is 
always very hazardous, as for example, during 

pregnancy, 



'{ift^gnasscy^ bedmsa it i^ ndt eoirnntmioible hf 
dHuvia Uke the small-^pox ; so that if the oow*pQX 
nvere to be adopted imi^wtalty it would remove 
all the evils arising oat of the smaU^pox, and ulti* 
mately binish the small-pOK from the class of 
^liseases. 

Q. H^ve you ever seen an instance in vfaidii 
the vaccine inoculation has introduced or excited 
any disease } 

A. I have seen no instance myself^ nor have I 
ever heard of any. 

Q. Have you ever known any instance in which 
the inoculated small-pox has introduced or ex- 
cited any disease ? 

A. I have known instances of the absorbent 
glands becoming enlarged and scrofulous soon after 
a patient had undergone the sniall-po^: these in^ 
stances happen sufficiently often to make a general 
impression upon the minds of medical men^ that 
the constitution is sometimes excited to form 
scrofula, in consequence of the irritation previously 
imdeigone during the smaH-pox. — tVithdreva. 



No. 31. Dr. Croft called m and examined^ 

Q. Are yon aeqt^nted with the vaccine ind- 
culation ? and what is your opinicm of it ? 

j4^ I have attended very particutarfy to it ^amst 
its first introduction in this town by Dr. Jenner, 

and 
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asdl^ye t>a4 three of my o^ children moculo(ed 
with it, wA uniibrmly repommeaided. it to my 

Q. poyeiu consider it as possessing any decided 
adv$ait9ge& over thi^ smalUpox inoculation in the 
«ftr^ periods of in&ncy ? 

A. I am in the general habit of recommending 
H^anta to be inoci^ated at the end qf the xnor\th, 
and should never dare to recommend the inocu** 
iatikw of the smalUpox earlier than at two years 
old^ except under vety particular circumstances. 

Q, Waa there not a child belonging to a noble* 
man to whom you were called in on account of 
z severe indisposition said to arise from its having 
uadeigone t^ vaccine inoculation ? 

jL I suf^)ose you allude to a child of Lord 
Forti^scue. That child had a very considerable 
erysipelatous inflammation on its head and ^ce, 
similar tp what children are liable to who haw 
d^fcj^arges froa|| Ifiehind their cars; and at tliat 
tiff^q ^i4 QOw i consider it to have been produced 
JrQm ^id chiU^s eaps^ being negUcUd to he wa^litd 
f^i^m tfm time ^f moculafion. 

Q. Had thjs qhiki any inflammation prevhus, Xq 
it^ iA(Qq^b^iot)( with the vaccine matter ? 

jdl. \ understoe^ it had a dighl discharge fmrn 
b^U^ one. ^9^y aQd that, in consequence, of ti^9 
child being inoculated its ears were, ordered 7iift /• 
ifi mcuhedtfar fear of giving ii,e.(dd, 

J Q. Is 
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Q. Is it then 3^our opinion that the vlaccinfe m-» 
delation was not the cause of this child's iUness ? 

-^. Cei-tainly it is ; as I do not recollect ever to 
have seen similar circumstances under vaccine 
inoculation, or that that child's arm in the least 
deviated from the usual appearance, but had goncf 
through its proper progress. 

Q. Do you know any circumstances relating to 
the inoculation of a child of Sir George Dallas ? 

ji. I recollect a child of Sir Geoi^e Dalks 
being inoculated with the vaccine disease by Dr* 
Jenner. I believe in five days from the time it 
was inoculated it broke out with the smaH-pox^ 
and went through the disease very favourably ; and 
Sir George has since had an infant of one month 
old inoculated vnth the vaccine disease. » 

Q. Had the first child the vaccine disease also ? 

ji. I was not called to the child till about the 
third or fourth day of the eraptipn of the -small^ 
pox, when the arm inoculate§^ appeared ' in the 
state one could naturally expect to find it from the 
fifth to the seventh day, but cannot take upon my- 
self to say, whether the child was constitutionally 
aiFected with the vaccine disease or not. 

Q. Do you imagine that the inoculation of 
this', child with the vaccine matter might have 
some effect in mitigating the violence of ^e na-^ 
tural small-pox ? 

j4. I certainly thought it liad, ais the eruption 
3 was 
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was ttoteqiiid to*what might have been expected 
from the violence of small-pox fever. 

Q. Have you met with any instance of the spu* 
lious sort of cow-pox ? 

j4. I have seen children Avhose arms have been 
considerably inflamed from being inoculated with 
matter taken from under the vaccine scaT>, as laie 
as the fourieenlh dqy^ but do not know why this 
should be called a spurious sort of cow-pox.v 

Q. Are you of c^inioa that a constitutional af-* 
fection i$ essential to the vaccine disease, or that 
it consists in the pustule alone ? . . i 

A. As in&nts only a few days old go through 
vaccine inoculation with their constitutions very 
slightly deranged^ it is impossible for me to say 
how slight a constitutional af{ection is essential to 
thdr future security against the small-pox. 

Q. Would you venture to pronounce a patient 
safe from the small-pox^ in whom you had not 
been able to observe any constitutional afiection 
whatever ? 

A. Provided the arm had gone through the 
usual progress I certainly should. 

Q. What is your general opinion with respect 
to the benefits which may be derived from this dis- 
covery of Dr. Jenner ? 

A. Should the vacdne inoculation be generally 
introduced^ I think it may be productive of greater 
blessings to mankind than any Q!b];^r discovery that 

H was 
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iK^evcr imde in ihtklkape^ ^ t doubt 
will ultimately tmnst lii^ simS-pcx to I 
beted oHlt k» tMm.-^^Jfkh4rMj, 



No* j2. Dr^ NBi40]r» rf th Faccme Instifution^ saUci m 

aadexammd. 

Q. WhlA ntitnb^ dT piaeticsiit^ hav^ beien mocu^ 
kted fti the Vactine Instftotkm ? 

i#. I beliwe di6ttl 700. 

Q. What has been the wccess of inoculation m 
thttHos^lf 

^. The patients thai havfe been inoc^ilated iif 
fhaft fti^itntioh have univwsally dons M^, awl 
h6ne ^ISttrii have ^nee had the smaH.j)ox, though 
a considtttJbfelittrtfcer of them have been inoca- 
fated trifh ^viaHribus Aatter^ and exposed in a va- 
riety t)f ways tb Ae tontagion of small-pox. 

• <?. Haveyem seen any -instances of a i^rioua 
or imperfect sort of cow-pox ? 

j^. ITiave not. 

Q. Are you of t>pimon that the essence of the 
vaccme disorder consists in the pustule alone^ or 
t)«t -constitutional efiection is necessary in ^di« 
tion ? 

• jf . ? 3be!ievfe tJtet a ^onsdtutional auction ii ^s- 
ffdrttii%-T?iecesi5ary, feat th*t'in many cases il 16 so 
sfijghfc^ts'to-cacape notice. - :; 

Q. Within 
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Q. WfttonivUat time do you thinL*]t necesfliay 
tdr tiktf the matter with which )nw inoculate h ^ 

ji. It is certainly best to take the mflfeter betoM 
the eleventh day. I have seen it produce the true 
disetie when taken as^-kte as the thirteenth day^ 
but it is more sure of exciting the disease when 
tsdLen at an earlier period* 

Q. Has not the practice of that Institution trp« 
tied since the beginning as to the time of taking 
the matter for inoculation ? 

A. Matter has been taken at various times of 
the disease with a view of ascertaining how soon^ 
and at how late a periods it was capable of produ- 
cing the di$fa^e. ^ 

Q. Have you seen m^ny instances where the 
inoculation has failed of producing the disorder ? 

A. I recoUcGt ^l)wt thre? ?«Pf8 »h?W ^e pa- 
tients have been repeatedly inoculated withqut any 
appesirance of a trup vesicle. I believe tljese three 
patients w^e a|lerward^ inoqulated vpi^ sipfdUpox 
without eifi^t, 

Q. Do you know any instances in wh^ch (he 
small-pox has brok^ out upon patients unde|- y^-- 
cine inoculation ? 

A. I have seen several cases of small->pox sroinc: 
on at the same time with the vaccine inoculation* 

Q. Ii^ 3^ur opinion had ^he vaccine inQ9)ilajt|on 
in those cases any effect upon Jthe sn;ia)l-pox ? 

A. I (^nnot say that it had i they werf J&your« 
abte cfises of small-pox, 

k2 <^ llad 



Q. Has the vaccine inoculatioii any tendency 
to exdte or produce any humours or disorderaitt 
the constitation ? 

A. I have never observed any other disease ex- ■ 
cited by the vaccine inocubtion. On tlM^ oon- • 
trary^ the health of sickly children is in genenl 
much mended by the inoculation.— XFi^iyr^iir^ 
Adjourned.i 
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Admiral Berkeley in ihe Chairs 



No# 33* ^^* Fpllee called in and examined. 

Q. Are you conversant in the vaccine inocul^ 
tion ? or have you practised it ? 

A. No : I have not practised it, but I know the 
disease when J see it. 

Q. Are you acquainted with any cases which 
militate against the operation ? 

A. I know two children who had the small* 
pox, after having been inoculated with the cow- 
pox. 

Q. Was you present, or do you know that they= 
were inoculated with the .vaccine matter in a pro-^ 



per way ? 



A. M^ 
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' . j£ My mforaiatkm was frmn. Dr, .Thornton *^ 

. wiiO'ilidciiiooiUate those children* And. he. told me 

they, hod gone through the disease in a^proper 

way ; he having inoculated 2000 persons with 

: vaocnate matta'^ and he tock uppn bimsdlf to say 

Ihey were aeoUre. I do x^ kifow their names, 

. hot ihty vierp the children of Lord Somerville's 

coachman. 

Q.. i^'fovi know qf any other Instance ? 
' ji* I do not know pf any other decided instance 
of that kind ; but I know ojf one who has had 
the sdiitti-pD!i: after having had the qpw-pox in the 
natural way^ having got it ^rf>m the cow. Ann 
Jackson, some years ago^ caught the cow-pox 
from miUm^ a cow, and Wl a great number of 
pufitukson her arms and breast* A year: and a 
.half 1^ file had tbeisqaaUrpox in the uatural way, 
in a very violent degree. She informed me of this 
6ct, and I saw the marks. 

Q. Did you see any marks on the arms of the 
* duldren of Lord SdmerVille^s coachman* ? 

-^. I did not. 
- Q. Have you any knowledge of a spurious sort 
erf" cow-pox ? 

wdf» No ; I did not know there was more than 
one disease that was liable to be called so to which 
: cowi are sulgect. 

* By readiiif Dr. Thomtdn't etidence, the whok of this cow- 
pox ioocuUition is put in a proper ligll^— it tmmt oat' to be a jftn 

h3 Q. Are 



102 

Q. Affeyoii %(^iiiinted with-my if>6(Ses df the 
c6w^pbx *wbi^ does tibt get into ite eoMxtuikn 
and t)i^veht ^he oontagioti of th^ Miaall*ix>x ? 

^. I isrtn n6t4 ' 

the stidbeM ti£ the Vti6dAe inocahdion depeiidii% 
tipdh 1^ period of the ^seai^e at \^ch ihitotMx 
has been taken for inoculation ? -* 

ji. Not having practi^d the iiioculattah, I am 
not jgicqimhHed with the period at ivhioh ttife rimtter 
bu^t to he talen. * ' *; ^ 

Q. IXd yoa atfehd th6 ehS^dten of f|3lti Somtt • 
file's ^^^aM duHn^ ^the tiite thfyweieiil^^ 

^. I &# thferft Aiftly "tfflee ^i^ng liie' imetfaftjr 
h^ lHi6 isindl-pox on tjieih^ md hdve'fia tioabt it 

was ^t bthiS'-pifsi m themtMAl Way;^/i(SftM^fq^, 






•^ 






called in and examined* j , r ' 

Q. Are ybu t(»V*feht'wifli[ thi Vacfcme Ino- 
culation ? ' > 

u^. S8ctt S^ry little ; hating m6ctil4ted '<5n^ four 
patients, and «eenA^ more. * ^ 

Q. Are you acquainted with any -tiuHSH 19|l$di 
xnilitate against, its operation ? 

ji. Noi, I ^m not f aiui all the cases I mentioned 
succeeded.— -^/iyr^w. 
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Ssrij^mtUkkm, one its Mijesty!s'Pipimns,^o.%i. 

called in and examhikliJ'-' - " ' — ' 

•■_••«» -*■♦.•*•- ■• .-.♦^ »•-, '.f I \ ■ 

•■.*•'•.» . ■ _ . J - J . i ..■ » . . . • f k I 1 A • A - 

ctM»(iiitk;lt)e>Aev*; Heqnwi .j%ew Hpsn.thQ.w^ 

was the result ? .,-..'..','. ..,,'. 

A. I do very well recollect having a correspond- 
ence i«ith Mr. HemanrDrew; I think about 
twenty-five years ago. The result was, that there 
was aA''6prAkm^pri^aiKng'4i¥ y» %iei^ibotirhood^ • 

lijtf ^«H%fn««# i^ >W«WW54. tft.get. what is 
called the cow-pox, were by that means fr^ fi^lf^ 

tempt woft^^fOiinfb m4f'-MtNm> ujE^fortunateiy, th^ 
P«|e"l;'t)«*»!«,1ftuttw.-^4«|ctijjiKere -burnt by ac> 

CfiplityHif^ d^(fa§p ^|ij3\g^fe?in ^e V^qgine in- 

A. None, .V ■.,,,.,.•,;. ...,•.•.:■•... ,/ 

Q.. Does the small-pox ever excite or create 

Jmy '^ri8titutJor)frf' dU^el 

; : V H 4 . ^. I 



1 
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A. I know of no such thing. 

Q. Have you ever known of the. vacdne ino- 
culation being &tal ? 

A. Iknowofno Vitality attending the cow-pox. 
I believe many mistakes have arisen^ frcm tbe %iio- 
ranee and carelessaiess <rf persons wha l|la^ iliidcF* 
taken the businesi, for which thiqr havaiodl-bm 
competent. — fViihdrew. f 






No« 36. Dr. PsiASOV ^kd in an4^:(^wntd*f, . , , 

' Q. Are yoia' com^ilaimt ¥i(h ikf^tstii^ \U^ 
eolation? ' ••:'^'"" 'y •'•'•••' -•■'] .•»>''.•.») iAi^'.' 

A. Yes : I Mv^ bti^^aciiUi^lilkl ^IrHh'the jpMel 
tice since Januaty lyj^r'^nfl^i iftM It Init^ 
tieeto Dr. Jenner tb^stete'/ihat I attaeffotmled 
with the practibs^ iA6coOatibA( of 'p^rsOntf for ^ 
small-pox^ who on ]g;obd^M6Vidlme6'1)^ 
to have gone^hfoiH^ tlie obW^i^fA^ aih)6e' Jutt^ 
or July irpS-^heresbHbf i*WchWa»,»that«i^ 
could not receive the' smdl-pdx il^fekHSbii^ •• *^ \ ^ 

<?. Was it ftoa^mtixfttmi^^ 
Jenner, or from any other source, that you dcfri'ved 
your knowledge of Ih^^ tackle 1ll4dMeili<ki ?'*-- 

A, In ihe firsr miiriitci from Bi*: Jhwl^^ 
vards, I got information from other sources. • • • 

[Several letlers delivered ini\ 

. t , ... 

* See Appendix : observations on Dr. Pearson's eWdenptf com* 
prehending the subsequent examination of Or. Pearson. 

Q. Do 



105 

Q. Do you imagine that the infonnation con- 
tained in these letters arose from Dr. Jennei^s 
publication of his discovery, or from a previous 
knowledge of vaccine inoculation ? 
' ji. I imi^ne they were independent of cadi 
^other. 

: • Q. Did you ever hear that Dr. Jenner had com- 
*municated his discovery to Mr. John Hunter pre- 
vious to this correspondence ? and is it not known, 
that in his lectures sixne years before his death he 
mentioned it publicly ? 

A. Ni9t the practice of inoculation ; but that 

.Dr. Hunter had acquainted him, that persons who 

had Imd the cow-pox could riot take the small- 

pox^ and that nobody had boen known to die of 

'•the cdw-pox. 

' Q.- ^Had* you 'sny other ^oommunication with tlie 
Bev. Herman Drew, besides the letter * delivered 
in upon the subject of v^odne inoculation ? 

ji. None that I thin^L relates to .tliat question. 

Q. Does the Rev. Herman Drew lay claim to 
the discovery of imc^Ufmg with the vaedni matter 
from mi hmum bdng io aaothinV .. .- i \ 

A. NO ; that is exclusively Dr, Jenner" s. 
. Q. Do youi kftcm when, the&dls -stated in the 
.eorre6ik)ndenGeiirh£bhyoil)debvered>ia toithe'Com* 
-mittee acfoatty tookplacii ? : V 



•, I 



* For the letters of the Rev. H. Drew see AppendiK : it vriil 
\t seen tWt they amount to nothing satls&ctory or decisive. 

A. Only 
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:. ^. Only that tliey took piace in aU probaHUty 
•jai'lier than tl>e year 1798. ^ . 

Q. On what do yoja ground that opinion ? 
A. Because immediately upoji^t^e publicati^m 
^«>f, Dr, Jenner's iwrk ii^ 179?, .J. wi^ci to ^^ 
gentlemen who furnished that information^ m^mely^ 
Mr. Herman Qre^i^ Pr> PuUfaeyj . Mf •' DqiUins^ 
Mr. Dour of Brjdport, and they immediate oon^ 
miu:]UQated their <»^s of vacdne moQuI^^n, wHh- 
Qiw\,: (ippearing to t)e ^uainted with Dr., 4^iier> 
work. 

, Q. HaATQ you reaaon to thin)^jtUft|^ Dir% :J^«|i|ier, 
previous. to the pviJ^c»tipn.Qf>.W»:i>»t iwp|l^.«p 
vaccina iaoculfttiopi w^ ^t jdljaoqv#iwted[ Wlt)|:titie 

.fectft cQntemedUntthd c&niesipj3n4c»cftf^|Lv(?re4 »? 
^. I have said I apprehend the parties fdlinAi^ 

^heiri mocuIatKlw indepmdmt 1 i^f r { wth. MtH^*-^ 

« ' vQ^ €aa your Ixird^hSp \ vgixe any i iofiKma^iOn 
with respect to &e .practiQes(»fi^^vamiievinQe^^ 

' ..^i About 4h9fee>year9/b^d!ie^€iBaU-pQk teoke 
out')iiiriilhe mdorporfttfad huiidmt v^dbsf i; nemcb^ 
in the county of SulToli^ i^id jk}wris.4ilaught ha- 
ce^sary by the guardians of the poor to order a 
genei^sil iritiirfipbk^m fetal 

in my small village— ^n;^;2 nfoere hurieS in one week. 
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wAo had been inoculated with small pox; and of 
tho«e who recovered in that and the adjoining pa- 
rishes, many suffered from scrofulous sores and 
swelled glands for several 'greeks after inoculation 
had subsi^. These circumstalicres induced me 
to use my utmost endnvour to promote the vac- 
dne inoculation. I had one of my oun children, 
then about four months old, inoculated, and find- 
lA^ doHAkfeAMe prejudice among^ the lower orders 
i^i^t th^ co^^pcwt, rpietfermed the operation my- 
«!?* ort dbout thirty persons, after i^asoning wth 
^Acitil*^ ^ inildn^ss end <?fficacy of the disease: 
Wxif tlidiriai^ir b^' iBintie ' beerf iftd^ulal^ ifc 
Sufiblk'- ifniki uhifoHnf * *i«**;> >K!ftdteUlat*d m^ 
youn^t child myself last yeif;ftt'lfett^rttorfth4t)ld, 
«kd ^i)8efew othM ^SnfieV ' Di*. <>iMlest;tm6 of ^r- 
%Kmth,'D^. W^liairi'lkfk)I^*oP^sw^^ 

that they haVe efKi*bsfed''ipdrsons to the^ liftunfl 
ted' -ittoeulated m^iSi!'^,' ' v^^ 
Tgone thfbugh' the ^ttw-jibx, and fhkt Hife small-pox 
CDiifldndt be cdftifntthicatfed t6 therttl ht 'any one 
IfltSldhoe, «llier bjj^feffiuvlacir iftccufetitm,----AfiVA- 
rfnw. AMjonrn^. . » 

...* Xke9e^«l4 ^"^Hr 9^>ls^^9a|fal Hig^yif^ ^b^ Duke c^ 
,Claraice» Earl of Berkeley, and Lord ; Jloi^i cannot be toq 
mrmly applauded, or too strenuously recommended. to tbe atteiwt 
tion of other noblemen and gefttlMeiU' 
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AuMiRAL Berkbley m ih$ Cknr, 



K<k jS* X);.^ Thornton catteJ m and exanuned. 

§ 

Q. Did you inoculate with vacdne nuitter twa 
children belonging to Lord Somerviile'a ooachman ? 

^. I inoculated them three years ago with what 
Vsupfosid to be the true vaccine matter^ and pai^ 
•licofaurlj requested the moth^ to bring theae two 
children for my examination that day week.^ .• 

Q. What folkwedi 

J[. Instead of the wf>nian*8lmngingthe^cJiUdrei^ 
ai8 dir^Qted^ she neglepted ^it. The matter from 
whidi the inoculation was performed at that ^eadiy 
period, of vacdne inoculation was taken indiscti^ 
Minatdjf as long as there appeared a pustule from 
whence matter could be procured ; I being at that 
time unacquainted that the cow-pox xioud to 
produce tie disease after a eerkun period^ fvUfk 
vjas known So Dr. Jenner^ fublisied ijf Idm^ 4tnd 
form one of ihe inifortatU discoveries resfeeiit^ 
*^fiis new practice. The reason of my being niK 
acquainted with this circumstance was a resolution 
I had formed of being directed by no practice 
from others^ in order to ascertain from actual, un<> 
biassed experience^ whether vaccine inoculation ,did 

actually 



aKtxaHy tecnire pfttioitf from the smelt-pin. Being 
mtke north at the house of the Bari of Lorndtfe,' 
under whose roof I inocukted upwards of lOOD 
persons, I completely satisfied myself and alt. 
the medicri practitioners in that part of England^ 
that the cow-pox was a« miid disease hardly dc- 
seiying that appellation, never attoided with pus- 
tules, never cfisfiguring the person, never produ« 
ctng Uindnesa, never tendering fetal, or exciting 
or-.ittcrea8tng any other disease i^^iatever— equally 
safe, whether during the peiiod of pregnancy, or 
the eariiest infency, or extreme old age* It waa 
at this period that I received a letter from London, 
informing me, that two of my patients (namely,, 
the above thildren) who had been inoculated the 
preceding year, were at that time actually bbour- 
ing under the small-pox. There could be no 
doubt but that the disease was actually the smalU 
pox« Lotd Somerville and Mr. Fuller, upon my 
fetura from the north, both requested informa- 
tion respecting this extraordinary fact^ which made 
oonaiderable noise. I recollect mentioning to 
•Mr. Fuller, that if I had prtmwnced these chih 
irm nmrt^ whose cases at that time escaped my 
jnemory, that these cases I would pledge my life 
had actually had the cow-pox, and were in conse- 
4|uenoe secure, having ascertained this fact in mor< 
than 3000 instances. Shortly after I wmtcd upon 
Mrs. Gregwy (the mother of these children), and 
I, ibund that she had neglected coming to the 
:; Mar)'- 
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Mary^-le-booe Dtspensary u.dirwted; that ttpo» 
eximinatioA of the arms of these childves th$fw 
were w scars ^ which is a criterion that these cbiU 
4r€n bad ndt had the true SKnv*pax, therel^re i stuk 
peeted^he pustule to be of theqnarious tort J waa 
confinDed in this befief by the modici^a dmheiog 
that the pustules had advanced tiior^ rafidif $km im 
eie gentdne cofiv.'jMt, and that matter heA been pm^^ 
dnced by these pustules. Hie fever aaid to hvNi 
been produced in the one case eridentiy arose )(^a» 
the teeth. This case appears to me in^ortant^ aa 
exhibiting a proof that att other cases addooed 
against the general principle of seemity fttnnirac« 
cine inoculation^ must arise from the tgnoranct 
of the inoculator as to the period wfeen t^Ktd&e 
the matter; and his assertion that any iietient 
has received the true vaccine disease^ mmt on^« 
nate, as ia myself, from not being abh fropertf 
to discriminate the true from the spseriws disease % 
a thing which now appears to me the eanest 
possible, from the criterion so ably ghen fy IM 
Jenner^ who has completely elucidated a subject be^ 
fore involved in much obscurity. I mentioned ts 
Mr. Fuller that if i had pronounced the cMldreii 
secure, I had no doubt that it was so* Mr. FulW 
ler*8 evidence goes to say^ I did pronounee dii 
child secure, which was not the case, Owing -to 
the mother's neglecting my order t<> attend i for 
otherwise, even at that early period, I em fer^ 
Madcd I should have sus^peoted these cases fiot 

i ta 



to have heeA genuine ones of the cow-poi, ;iui<f 
upon re^-ioociilating them I should have produced^ 
as I have seen in many other instanoes, the truer 
eo/w^posiy had die matter been taken ai an fiarfy 
ffriody as was my practioe at that time, altbougb 
not idvmys ; and hence a few other ceses of the 
ipnioiia cowo^pox hate aiisen to me, and I hav<fe 
kiDvni aevend like cases in the early fufaotitioners 
«f vttecine inoculation* 

• Q. is it not necessary, byway of ascertaining the 
efi^ of inocdation, to see the arm in less than a 
wieA fiom that time i 

A. Myptictace at d» Mary-k-bone Dtspen* 
sary has been to tnoouhte every Wednesday, to 
iamt tbdse miio ii*et« inoculated to attend <he 
fattomng Wednesday, by which time I could 
deaiiy Moettain ^vrfaetfaer the inoculation had suc- 
eeeded ; and lor the most part I had patients to 
inocttlafte ^m on those days, taking tibe matter 
Uliidi iM# # week cidj and which nevtf &ifed ta 
peo&uicit^Ufm €W)^pQ9. In the imtances afor^ 
tdentiofied of the im> children, I have great jreasoo 
to bdieve that it was the fourPeenth day or later ; 
jndlienoe this a»e of furious oofW«>poK,whidi, as £. 
observed belbe,4K0 teen with me most unfieqisent, 
and at the fR-esent {period i am hoM to assert «n;ac 
Som4Mxur. ^' 

Q. When did you first seetlieae chiidmaubsoft 
^pxetft to the inoodaticn ? I .'. 
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A. It was more than a twelvemonth. 

Q. Do you know of any inflammation whidi 
took place in the arm ? 

A. The mother describes the inflammation aa^^ 
rapid and extensive^ as we sometimes find when 
inoculation produces only a festering sore^ and not 
the true cow-pox^ which has a regular areola^ sur- 
rounding the pustule ; in which the spurious cow- 
pox^ as far as my observation goes, seems to be 
rather deficient, and generally to want thia crite- 
rion altogether. The festering sore above re* 
marked has arisen to me when the genuine cow- 
pox matter has been placed on a lancet frevUmsly 
cwrrodedj and in consequence lost its spedfiot 
property of producing the genuine cow--pox: 
this is another source of spurious cases that may 
be adduced against a discovery, the most im« 
portant that has ever been made for meliorating 
the condition of humanity. The above caset 
might possibly have arisen from this source, at 
this circumstance was at' that period unknown to^ 
me. I am certain it was the cow-pox matter that 
I had then . employed, being only two removea 
from the cow ; and in the first instance producing 
the genuine disease, which was proved to be a se* 
cori^ against. the small-pdr*. 

Q. Would not any considerable pustule leave a 
Mar i^pon the part affected ? 

A. 1 refer to the case alluded to above, there 
being no scar perceptible ; hence a certainty, in my 

opinion. 
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opinion^ that the pustule whkh ^)peared was not 
a cow-pox pustule. In general I should pronounce 
that no scar similar to the one always produced by 
the true cow-pox pustule is seen to arise from the 
spurious pustule ; after a year^ the scar that might 
vise from a spurious pustule^ would in all proba- 
bility be nearly or altogether obliterafa^. 

Q. Did you inoculate any other patients with 
the same matter with which these children were 
inoculated ? 

A. A week before I inoculated some patients from 
this same matter^ who went through the disease 
in a regular way : one in particular has been ino- 
culated by me with small-pox matter at least a 
do^en timeSy and during these three years^ since 
the inoculatioQ^ has even slept with a person who 
died of the natural small-pox, and was always cx«- 
posed, but could not take the small-pox infection 
in either way. Another case of spurious disease, 
inoculated at the same time with the same matter, 
having produced the spurious case above, I recollect 
to have occurred.— ^/^/A^j^^w. 



Mr. John AnDiireTox cdUd m and ewimmed. Ko. 39- 

Q. Are you acquainted with the vacdM ino« 
culation ? and have you practised it ? 

A. I am acqu^ted with it, and have pncti^ 
it since the spring of the year 1799 ^^^ Vliiform 
Success* 
'- ■■ I Q.. Have 
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Q. Have you kept a journal of your practice ? 

A. I have kept an exact register of cases to 
the number erf" e^hty-one, with all their parti- 
culars, 

Q. Did you inoculate, or expose to the infection 
of variolous matter, any of those patients whom 
you inoculated with the cow-pox ? 

A. \ have inoculated with variolous matter, and 
exposed to the infection of natural small-pox in 
its most violent forms, and in every stage, by every 
method I could -devise, above one third of the 
patients who have passed under my observation, 
and in no case was the infection of small-poxoom- 
municatcd, 

Q. Have you not mad^ it your pattioiikir ^tudy 
to distinguisli tlie true from the spiuious 5ort of 
this disorder ? and Irom whence does the differ- 
ence arise ? 

A. Having . been- particularly carefiil in the 
choice of \\\c matter empk)y6d in vaccine ihocula- 
tioii, i haye not found in my own practice any 
case of spurious sinall-pox ; but I have seen many 
cases of spurious cow-pox, and therefore consider 
that the objections, if any, which are thought to 
'acise ^g^inst the vaccine inoculation from this 
liiourcey ^ply equally against the inoculation of 
^mall-pox. '• 

Q. Can vou state 'from what source the spurious 
cases* of cow-pox arose ? ■ • ^ 

A. In some instances I belicw from the matter 

bdng 
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beir^ taken at /^^ Jatt a ptifd of jht-^Mit rut 
others from changes which it hadunciei^gotte daring 
its preservation, .atid in others from the modes of 
.inoculation employed;,..: .:..', 

Q. Caqi^oui state aiiy particular cases ? 

A. I have npt.thf^oPkyilb ^^y l^it will deliver 
theri? in. — Wtthdrfuo. • * - 



■ ^ . 
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j^r^J& ^2*.pui,APKX&Xt> X802* 



Admiral vBbrkblet in the Chair. • No* 40. 



Dr. RowjUBY called in and txammd^ i 

^ Q. Canyon give the Committee any * Informa- 
tion relative to the vaccine inoculation and its 
effects? 

A. I was down at Oxford last July, and was 
informed by Professor Wall, and other professorSji 
that there were several children in Oxford who 
h^d received the small-pox after having been ino- 
culated with the cdw-pox. Two of these patients 
I immediately visited with my colleague at the 
Mary-le-bone Dispensary, Dr. Hooper, We saw 

^ See Ajppendix : Observatiaiis on Dr.. Rowley*! evidence. 

I 2 two 
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two efiiMrtn (I dondt knovr their names)) cut fK 
tiie conflment, th4 other m t^ diitinot iinill^piM^ 
in ft itate 6( roj^pcmtion^ The Mmt of thtt 
children informed ns, that Dr. Williams snd il 
Mr. Jennet hod moeufatied timi ^hSdtm in the 
fmcettirtg'^utttnn ; t)M^ 6tiMr sofipdMd his ^il- 
dren secure from the small-pM inibction ; bilt en 
permitting them to go where the small-pox ex-* 
isted in its natural state they both received the 
infection. My opinion was asked what I thought 
of them ? I predicted immediately that one would 
die in the coniutnt smilMpm ; thit the other 
would recover who had the distinct sort. A few 
days after one of the dlitdren died^ and the other 
recovered* I hive likewise seen a gre^t many in-^ 
oculated with cow-poic^ in which the disorder ap- 
peared extremely mild^ and terminated without 
any symptoms of danger whatevtr. 

Q. Had you ever mx opportunity of mentioning 
this circumstiuace to Dr. Wall afterwards ? 

A. No ; I staid there but a few hours* 

Q. Did you examine the children's arms^ where 
the cow-p6x inocufation was said to have takenr 
place? 

j4. I did not. 

Q. Can you then take upon yourself to qffirrn^ 
that th^y had undergone the prober inomlation for 
that cbsordcr ? * 

j^. By no Other means than by tie maris reJa^ 
tiot^ and a suf^iosctioa that the gentlemen, who 

were 
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mt^ mm of eharaifttr^ imA aMm4ed the iMAren 
through the cow-fox; 

Q. From whom did3rMreeeivie the inftMmatbn 
tf£ their faetng inoculated fcy those gendemen ? 

jtf. From the ftther ^ tke tlOdreii. 

Q. Whftt is your opinioii of tfie eow'^poK ifto- 
eulitioaand its eflfects? 

ji. I have dnawA up a comparatiYe view of that 
dtsonler witb the smdl^pooc, whidhi wiU read and 
iay hebxt the Committee. 

IPafir delhifidin^ . 

Q. Have you seen any instanoes of the ifurious 
Mw-poa? 

jf. I have ttQi. 

Q. Why then do you think it difficuk to dls^ 
languish the truis ftom the furious sort ? 

ji. Because gentlemen vAio are conversant in 
the oow^pox lAoeulation^ have given me that in« 
tttHigenoe ; and ipiaive given it sdways as a reason 
for small-pox infection being received after the 
supposed cow-p<»L inoculation. 

Q. Haw those who are eonversmtin the cow- 
pox inoculation ever told you liuit they themselves 
found a difficulty in distinguishing the two sorts ? 

^. I xlo tiot recollect that they have ; but in 
the beginning pf the oow-pox inoculation { have 
heard such assertions. 

Q. Do you not believe that the experience 
which has already been given of this disorder, does 

1 3 enable 
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icnable* slulfd .praptiti(mers-to disc^rp} with -oer- 
tainty, the true from the spttripus- sort ? 
. A^ I. really ilo net know. ■ - 

Q. Da you knoy^tany instanoe&i where disorders 
or humours^, supf^osed' tP have been excited or 
founded .by- vaccineiipoculationi have been attended 
with the various disastrous circumstances you have 
mentioned in your pa-per. delivered in ? 
. A. I have se^n ulcers succeed in the beginning 
of the inoculation, hxit that has hem. entirely oh^ 
viated by the subsequent practice. 

, Q* Dq you know, by whafc change in the prac 
tice these disastrous circumstances have been pre- 
vented ? 
. ^. I do not. 

Q. Did you never see those symptoms arise aftei* 
the smallrpox inoculation ? 

A. Not the same ; but some of a worse nature/ 
which have appeared vx different parts^ and at last* 
proved faiaL -. ) - 

Q. Do you know: that the number of deaths 
by the si9aU-pox within the bills of mortality, have 
oonsiderably inorea^ ^since the practiceiof smallv 
pox inoculation? 

A. No, I do not :. . I have not adverted to it. 

Q. 1$ not the confluent smalUpox. sometimes' 
produced by inoculation ? 

A. Very rarely, and then from the ignorance 
erf the inoculator^—'/^i/Ai/r^w. . . 

Mr. 
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Mr. ijisiizs SiMFSoic^ tf Lyme Streef^ called in No»4i. 

' itftd 0K0fnmMi ^ 

Q» Are yon acquainted with the vaccine ino- 
culation } and what is your opihion of: k$ effects } 

A. I hare practised it^ and have inoculated be- 
tween fifty and sixty patients^ and in no one case 
have any symptoms occtcrred irtjVfrious to the tieakh ^ 
or constitution of the patients > and in every in- 
staiioe I have reason to believe them coHipIetely 
secure from the small-po}& infection. In one parti- 
cular instance I inoculated ;^ patientt^ a chUdof nine 
months old,, who was cpvj^red with a crust, com- 
monly called the cmsio hcteoy which generally 
coders the body from head to foot, and liad resisted 
the usual remedies, for that disease ; on the tenth 
day after the infection it began to disappear, and 
Od the twelfth was wholly gone ; during which time 
not a partible of medicine was given to it, and it 
h98 omtimied in perfect health ever since. — 
Wilhdrew. A<$oiimed. . 
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No. 42. ZV** LiN]>9 PhysUim ai ffasl^r ffospifalj caUed i^ 

Q. HaVe yau visited a marine ef t'he Aattte <Jf 
Clark, m Hashr Hospital, who is stat^ fo have 
receiml the mfeetion'or small-pox, i^er havittg 
been inbtrukted ' with >Nl6cine fliattcr ?• • ' ' 

A. 1 have. ' ■ - 

Q. Is it yoar opinion that thie jiisorrfer tm<jtei^ 
which he labours is the genume ismaHipox ? 

A. I am of opinkm it is t but eiperimentB «pe 
making with a view to Certain if MorefuBy, by 
inoculating persons witli t3iie mrttet-'from thisnttt- 
rine, who had before had thii smaHkpox t .as it is 
considered that if any eruption follows this inoca-% 
iation, it must mark the disorder to be the chicken- 
pox, or something different from the commou 
small-pox. 

Q. Are all the medical persons who have visited 
this marine, of the same decided opinion with 
respect to the nature of this disorder with your^ 
self? 

A. They were at first very much decided in 
their opinions upon this matter ; but from the 

conti- 
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coDttutiance of the disorder^ and theregulari^ of 
ks progresfs^ they pretty generally confiidered it 
the sniall-pox,~/?^/A/r^«;, 



JSs Bqyal Highness the t)uke of Clarence . Not 43, 

examined. 

Q. The Committee fawe requested the honour 
of your Royal Highnesses attendance^ as they uDr 
derstand you have some facts to communicate with 
iexfeol to the vaccine inocidation. 
' A. lliere are two fects which have come under 
my own knowledge since the month of May 1798^ 
wiien I first began this inoculation. The first was 
upcm my inoculating with vaccine matter the chil- 
dren of my servants^ who never had the small* 
pok. One of the ^children of my gardener was 
iik)cul8ted among the rest.> Mr. Knight was the 
surgeon who inoculated these children. Upon 
the eight and fortieth hour after these children had 
been inoculated^ Mn Knight went down to Bushy 
to see the state of the arms of the children ; hei 
was satisfied with the arms of the whole^ but thought 
t!hat the arm of the child of the gardener was 
not so pw-fectly clear to his eye as that of the 
rest : the mother of the diild was then asked if 
any thing was the matter with the child. She said 
Aat the child appeared on that mcnning to have a 
(Sight eold^ and a small degree of cough. Mr^ 
1 NicksoUp, 
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Nicison, the 'spotfecaiy of Hampton, who- «t- 

■ • ■ • 

tended my faiiiily/ and wbA hid nerei; before sce» 
this kind of inoculation, and wos therefore moitf 
particularly attentive to the proceeding, was re- 
quested by Mr, Knight to attend this child. Either 
, in the course of that or the foiknyin^ day the 
chicken-pox appeared upon this ehfld, and as the 
chicken-pox went off the 6oTV-pox advanced in its 
premier stat^, ' atid the chiJd went * throti^h it as \4he 
others had done ; since whidi time to the present 
hcHir this inoculation ha^ been oofiKtinued in mjf 
own family — ^and leads me. lo the second i&stance I 
bJvc to relate. In the month of May )79S> when 
this inoculation began^ I oifered to moculate bSH 
my adult servants who, to their knowledge, hid 
not had the sqiall-pox : the r0asQn that I prprr 
posed it to th^m was, that Ibey had seen xr^anjf^ 
instances of this vaceine iniociilatiot) on the recroita 
of the Coldstream regiment of Guards, who were 
repeatedly brought to niy apartments at Sjfe. Jiames's 
to shew the different appearances of the zna^ 
AAiortgst my sery^ftts yas a postilion boy of; tjiei" 
noime of Joimson, who was particularly advisedpby 
the coachman to be uioculatQ<;l with vaccine mattef ;- 
thq boy positive;ly refiised it. About eightecani 
ioontI>H afterwards this lad Johnson caught d;]^ 
natural small-pox ; it was a confluent case, asid 
very vimlcnt, attended with inflammatory feveT 2- 
his faoe was one complete mass of matter, and iU 

was absolutely requisite that he should have fk 

• 

nurse. 



123 

tiurse. The wife 6f one of my grooms, whose 
-chrkl had be^n inoculated with the vaccine eighteen 
months before, volunteered nursing this boy ; her 
child was constantly backwards aild forwards in the 
room with Johnson, and never was the worse for 
it. The patient recovered. There were two 
children of two other servants who had been ino- 
culated with the vaccine matter, six months pre- 
vious to Johnson's being ill, who could not, from 
the construction of the stables, be prevented from 
going into the room where the patient lay : these 
children never suffered in any degree. It is proper 
to add, that the case of Johnson was so peculiarly 
bad, that Mr. Nickson did not think it proper to 
.visit him, till he had paid all his other visits, for 
fear of conveying the infection. The new stables 
at Biishy not being at that time completed so as 
to \)e inhabited, the situation for infection can be 
easily imagined when I add, that all the victuals 
were obliged to be drest in the rooms in which 
the different servants slept, there being no kitchen 
at that time. I can only say, that previous to the 
inoculation of the vaecine fox at hushy and its 
neighbourhood i there used to he frequent and la-- 
mentable instances of death from smalUpoXy arui 
amongst ihe children of the different regiments 
of Light Dragoons y quartered in the str.bles oC 
the Palace, so that the inhabitants of the Pa-^ 
lace were imder very considerable alarm, and 
expresse4 to the commanding officers at these 

barracks. 
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t)arracksj an apprehension of th< general infection 
of the small-pox amongst their cbildren. I cati^ 
not positively say that a letter tvas written to the 
Commander in Chief from the inhabitants; but 
there was an order given that no soldiers iaimfy 
should be admitted into those barra^s who had 
not been inoculated with the small-pox : still it 
times, there were ^prehensions of the smail«poi 
breaking out in the barracks, but since last Christ* 
mas twelvemonth the vaccine inoculation has bean 
introduced into those barracks^ and I have nev^er 
since heard of any alann from the inliabitants o( 
the Palace* This vaccine inoculation at present 
continues to be used in the neighbourhood cf 
Hampton and Bushy ( and my own servai^> both 
domestic and of my iarin, have, since the case 
of Johnson, always requested that their childrm 
might b$ iiuxnilated with vaccine matter*** 
Withdraw. 



Ko* 44, Dr. LiND again calkd in and cxanmtd. 

Q. Was the experiment you have mentioned 
made by your advice ? 

A. No. 

Q, Was any experiment made of inoculating 
with tlx^ same matter any person who had not had 
the small-pox ? 

A. I cannot speak with accuracy as to tfiat 
point, the patient not being under my charge. ' 
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Q. tn what characteristic circumstances was this 
lUsorder supposed to dtiFer from the onall-pox ?* 

A. The matter was taken from a patient ki 
irhom the eruption had terminated between the 
Siiith and seventh day ; the circumscribed appear'^ 
ance of the inoculated part had not any pustules 
round it^ as generally happens in the small-pox ; 
mA the duration of the pustule terminated about 
the tenth day^ as far as I can recollect. 

Q. Does not a second inoculation c^ small-pox 
matter sometimes produce eruption ? 

A. It sometimes produces eruption^ but that 
eruption is in its progress much shorter^ and not 
so strongly marked as the original^ and I consider 
it as a rare occurrence* 

Q. Is It difficult to distmgukh the chidcen-po]; 
from the small-p0x ? 

A. X consider it very iifficuU ; and in Clarke'a 
ease I had placed the criterion upon the duration 
of the eruption^ which, by having continued to 
the nintb day, I conskler to have extended be-* 
ymd any period of the ducken-pox with whidi I 
had met; unksi^ where the disorder was pro- 
tracted by new pustules appearing in the course 
of it. 

Q. Are there ifty other characteristic circum^- 
ttaaces by which /ou distinguish chidien-pok from 
tmialUpox, excqyt the duration of the eruption ? 

A. In general I have found that the pustules 
oontain matter earlier in the diicken-pdx than ia 

the 
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the small-pox, and that the general progifeas of 
the disorder is not so regiiFar ; some pustules dry-, 
ing earlier than others, and often in the extremi- 
ties before the face: but these symptoms . were 
not so strongly marked in Clarke's case as in my 
opinion to ascertain the difference. 

Q. Were any dther persons inoculated with the 
same small-pox matter with wliich Qarke was in- 
oculated ? 

A. I saw two children who were inoculated 
with matter from the same patient ; one was ino-^ 
culated the day prior to Clarke, and had eruptions 
similar to Clarke's, as I understood, from Mr. Gold- 
son, a surgeon at Portsea ; and on the. day I saw 
him, the eruptions appeared to have remained out. 
nearly the same time with Clarke's — they were 
then turned. The only difference I could trace, 
in the fiiraimstances of that child was, that some 
pustules upon one thigh turned before those on 
the face. The other child, I understood from the 
same gentleman, had not the eruptions above five 
or six days, and the arm dried proportionably cariy. 

Q. How does it appear that. Clarke ever had thci 
vaccine disorder ? 

A. P>om the testimony of Mr. Rickman, the 
sm'geon of marines, who inoculated him. 

Q. Do you know whether Mr. Rickman was 
led by any particul^ir circumstances which he had 
observed in the vaccine inoculation of Clarke, to 
inoculate him with the small-pox I or is it his ge-r 

neral 
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nenS custom to inoculate all those with smaU-pox 
on their retxam .to Et^land, who hwe gone tlirough 
the vaccine disorder wider his own care ? 

ji. I believe he was not led by any particular cir- 
camstanccs, and trriderfttand it is his wtdi to ino- 
culate whenever opportunity offers, 

<^. Do you know whether Mr« Ridcman lias 
been "very ^onverMnf in vaccine inocdation ? 

ji. QaAc was inooutated by him earfy, being 
Ae fmrtk or fiff% fatieni vjhom he Ikid ever ino- 
€u1akd'Ufkh vacdpie ^laUery so far as I recoUect 
from his conversation* 

Q. Wlieii did you last see Mr. Goldson ? 

u4. About a day or two ago, 

<i^. Did Mr/Gdl(lson visit Clamke ? and <io ycm 
know what opimon he formed upon his disorder f 

A. So far as I can recollect, he was inclined to 
consider it the «mall-pox, but wished to wait the 
i^esult of the trials that were making. 

Q. In the oliickai-pox easily distinguishable from 
the vaccine ? 

A. I consider the eruption as the marie of dis- 
iiaciiatL''-^JPl/Juirew. Adjourned. 
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MltCmill 14^ Dt8 kntLU, IMS. 



Admiral Berkeley in th$ Chair. 

No. 45. Dr. Pearson ^ again called in an J ixaminid^^oxA 
.staUrl that Dr. Heberden authoriz<fd him to de* 
rlure on the Authority of Dr. Lind and Mr. Bat- 
ligcombe of WiiKlKOr, that there i» now living near 
Windsor a pcrnou (the son of an apotliecafy) who 
many years ago was inoculated by hia father for 
the cow-pox. 

Committee. — Q. Did Dr. Heberden inform you 
whether this inoculation waa performed from one 
hmnan being to another ^ or from the virus taken 
immediately from the cow f 

ji. That is a question I cannot answer. 

Q. What further facts do you know afiectiiy 
Dr. Jenncr's claim of being tlie promulgator or 
inventor of vaccine inoculation ? 

ji. I have admitted Dr. Jermcr was the gentle* 
man who first set on foot the inquiry into the a<t 
vantages of vaccine inoculation ; but I apprehend 
that the practice of vaccine inoculation which was 
first promulgated by Dr. Jenncr has been esta* 
blishcd almost entirely by other practitioners, and 
that the new facts, or which I consider to be neW| 
have been, in my opinion, disproved by subse- 

* See Appf iidix : OUsrrvations on Dr. Pcarion'i evidence. 

quent 



quent observers ; and that in consequence of these 
£act8 being disproved^ together with the veiy ex- 
tensive experience of other perscms^ we owe the 
present establishment of the vaccine inoculation. 

Q. Will you inform the Committee who those 
practitioners and persons are to whom you refer ? 

A. The cow-pox inoculation^ after Dr. Jenner's 
bods: was published in May or June 1798^ was 
. not practised after Dr. Jenner's seventh or eighth 
case, ccmtained in his Work (the whole result of 
his experience)^ by any person that I know of till 
January 1799 ' neither Dr. Jenner^ nor any per- 
son that I could find, being in possession of mat- 
ter: but in January 1799^ in consequence of a 
general inquiry which I had instituted immediately 
after Dr. Jenner*s publication, information was 
given of the cow-pox disease breaking out in two 
of the cow stables near London ; and from these 
sources Dr. Woodville and myself collected ma^ 
ter, by which, in the course of about three 
months^ not fewer I think than 300 persons were 
inoculated for the cow-pox, in addition to the 
seven or eight cases of Dr. Jenner ; which at that 
time was the whole stock of facts of inoculation 
before the public. Besides carrying on the inocu- 
lation ourselves in this manner, we disseminated 
the matter throughout the country, and in parti- 
cular to Dr. Jenner himself. Within that time I 
also issued a printed letter, directed to upwards of 

K 20U 
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parts in the cow-pox, not found necessary by the 
medical persons alluded to in my evidence ; I con* 
sider too that the distinctive characters of the 
cow-pox were understood better by some of the 
above alluded to persons' evidence than by Dr. 
Jenner. The vaccine inoculation was next consi- 
derably established by the Cow-pox Institution, of 
which I was one of the founders, commencing at 
the very close of the year 1799 ; which institution 
has been the principal office, I apprehend, for 
supplying the world in general, and the navy and 
army in particular, with vaccine matter ; and where 
a regular register is kept of each of the cases in- - 
oculated, more fully and accurately than had been 
done any where before or since that time — ^where 
the authenticity of the cases, from the nature of 
the institution, is established in a manner that I 
apprehend will be considered as unexceptionable. 
This appears from a register of about 700 cases 
already entered, and open to the inspection of 
the subscribers. By this time^ namely, the close 
of the year 1799, I think I cap make it appear 
that about 4000 persons had be^ inoculated by 
Dr. Woodville, myself, and correspondents which 
can be referred to. I here close my evidence, as 
I consider it of very small importance compara- 
tively, what was done by others after this time — ; 
all the facts that I recollect are in practice, being 
by this time established, as they have been since 
confirmed. 

Q. Did 
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Q. Did you never hear of inoculation having 
been performed by Mr. Cline, with matter fur- 
nished by Dr. Jenner, previous to the time you 
began to practise vaccine inoculation ? 

A. I cannot recollect distinctly. 

Q. Were not the seven or eight cases of Dr. 
Jenner, alluded to by you, cases of inoculation 
from one human being to another ? 

A. Some of them were, others were not. 

Q. Had not many, or a large majority of your 
first cases, variolous-like eruptions ? 

A. The matter which had never been in the 
Small-pox Hospital, and which I myself took from 
the cows at the cow stables above alluded to, 
scarcely ever afforded any eruptions like the small- 
pox ; but when I obtained matter to supply my 
tjorreepondents in the country, not having enough 
of my own, but obtained it from the Small-pox 
Hospital, it frequently, according to the reports 
of my correspondents, and in a few cases where 
I practised it myself, did produce such eruptions. 

Q. Was not the matter or virus which you 
distributed found great fault with on account of 
the eruptions it produced ? 

A. No, it was not found fault with ; but many 
people were disappointed, as they expected that onq 
of the advantages attending this inoculation was 
an exCTiption from eruptions. 

Q. Did not these eruptions, which were pro- 
duced by your matter, very much discourage prao- 

K 3 titioncrs. 
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titioners^ and the public; and very much retard 
the progress of the new inoculation ? 

A. I should think it did not. 

Q. Do you not know that there is a case in Dr. 
Jenner's first publication, of his having inoculated 
a child eleven months old ? 

A. I believe there is one case. 

Q. Did not Dr. Woodville and yourself take 
vaccine matter in Gray's Inn Lane, for the purpose 
of commencing your experiments, from a person 
fully marked with the small-pox ? 

A. No such case is in my recollection, 

Q. Have those facts stated by you to militate 
against Dr. Jenner's declared opinions remained 
uncontradicted by him ? does he still maintain 
them ? or has he publicly retracted them ? 

A. I think he has not retracted them.— /iF7/A* 
drew. Adjourned, 



VENBRZ8 15^ DIB APHILISj 1802. 



Admiral Berkeley in the Chair. 



No. 46. J^r* Heberden called in and exaniined^^^The 

statement made yesterday by Dr. Pearson being 

read. 

Dr. 
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Dr. Heb^den observed that all he knew upon, 
the subject was, about three years ago Dr. Lind, 
of Windsor, mentioned to him in conversation, 
that there was living near Windsor a young man, 
apprentice to an apothecary, who when a child 
was inoculated with vaccine matter by his father, 
an apothecary in the west of England. With 
respect to Mr. Battiscombe, he could not speak, 
having heard nothing of it. 

Q. Do you know his name ? 

j4. No, I do not. 

Q. Did you understand it to have been an ino- 
culation from the cow ? 

^. I am not certain whether it was from the. 
caw, or from some person who had caught the 
disease. — JVtMrew. 



Mr. Gardner called in and examined. No. 47. 

Q. How long have you been acquainted with 
Dr. Jenner? * 

ji. More than twenty-two years I have lived 
with him in habits of intimacy, during which pe-> 
riod Dr. Jenner has been in the constant habit of 
communicating to me his medical opinions and 
discoveries. It was in \the month of March 1780 
that Dr. Jenner first informed me of the peculiar 
nature of the cow-pox as a sure preservation against 
the small-pox : he communicated to me at tl^t 

K 4 time 
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time the theory he had formed on the subji^^ 
declaring his full and perfect confidence that it 
might be continued in perpetuity by inoculation 
from one human being to another, in the same way 
that the small-pox was.— -i^/Wr^w. 



No. 48. Mr. Jordan, Surgeon^ called in and examined. 

Q, Have you been in the habit of inocuUting 
with vaccine matter ? 

A. Yes, between two and three years ; and I 
have inoculated between 1 and 200 persons. 

Q. From whom did you receive the vaqcine 
matter with which you inoculated ? 

A. From the apothecary at the Inoculation 
Hospital, where Dr. Woodville presided. 

Q. Did you ever experience any mistake as to 
the quality of the matter sent to you as vaccine ? 

A. Matter was inserted by me, sent from thence, 
which proved to be variolous. 

Q. What consequences ensued ? 

A. The patients did well ; but not being suffi- 
ciently guarded against, I had every reason to think 
the cases would have proved fatal. 

Q. Do you not think that these kind of mis- 
takes might prejudice the vaccine treatment ? 

A. I have not the least doubt of it. 

Q. Since that time, in what manner have y<m 
guarded against similar mistakes ? 

A. In 
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A. In general by arming the lancets from the 
IMtient myself. 

Q. Was the time of taking the matter from 
these patients suggested by your own experience ? 
or from the intimations received from Dr. Jenner ? 
or his publications ? or from any other person ? 

A. From Dr. Jenner^s publications. 

Q. Since you have followed those directions 
have you met with any accidents ? or similar cases 
to those already mentioned in your practice ? 

A. No, quite the reverse. — Withdrew. 



Mr. Keate, Surgeon-general to the Army^ called in No. 49* 

and examined. 

Q. Dr. Pearson having stated that you were in 
possession of some manuscripts which might tend to 
throw some light on the discovery of the vaccine 
inoculation, you are desired to produce them. 

A. You allude to the papers left by Mr. Robert 
Keate, my nephew, who received them from the 
authors, relative to a variety of matter on the subject 
of inoculation. I have made extracts of those 
parts which relate to cow-pox, which I will identify 
from the original, and lay before the Committee. 

Q. Were the observations contained in those 
papers ever made public i 

A* I do not know that they were. 

Q. Have 
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Q. Have you been much conversant in vaocine 
inoculation ? and what is your opinion of it i 

ji» I began to practise it in the year 1799> by 
means of Dr. Pearson, seeing a number of his pa- 
tients ; afterwards inoculating along with him the 
poor of several parishes; then introducing it into the 
army in all quarters of the globe ; and lastly, giving 
my utmost assistance towards forming an Institu- 
tion for the benefit of the poor in London. 

Q. Have you not met with instances of a spu- 
rious sort of vaccine pustule ? 

A. I do not recollect that I have. 

Q. Have you met with such varieties in the dis- 
ease as to make it difficult to determine whether 
the patient has had the perfect disease ? 

ji. No, I do not know that I have : there are 
but two kinds in my judgment ; one local, and 
the other constitutional. 

Q. Do you think that a constitutional affection 
is essentially necessary to the perfect disorder ? or 
that it consists in the regular progress of the pus- 
tule only ? 

A. I think that is the true characteristic of the 
disease : my opinion is, that the constitution should 
be affected more or less. 

Q. Would you venture to pronounce a patient 
safe from small-pox infection, in whom you had 
not been able to observe any constitutional affection 
whatever, though the jprogress of the locar disease 
had been perfectly regular ? 

A. Yes; 
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A. Yes % I think that the local appearances may 
be fio strong and evident as to warrant the conclu- 
sion on my part, that the constitutional symptoms 
m^ht not be rtrong enough to be observed. 

Q. Has your mode of practice varied since you 
first adopted this method ? 

A. No. 

Q. Do you know of any other humours or dis- 
orders supposed to be excited by this mode of 
noculation ? 

A. No. 

Q. Whom do you look upon as tlic discoverer 
of this mode of inoculation ? 

A. I consider Dr. Jenner to be the person to 
whom much merit is due, in publishing the cases 
of inoculation which have given rise to further 
investigation and improvement ; but to whom to 
attribute the discovery I am unable to say. 

* Q. In those cases of Dr. Jenner is there not 
mention made of a child or children being ino- 
culated ? 

A. I think that the youngest inoculated by Dr. 
Jenner, as far as I can recollect, was eleven months 

old. 

Q. Did you ever hear of inoculation for the covv- 
pox before Dr. Jenncr's publication ? 

A. I never did. 

Q. Have you heard, since his publication, that 
any other person had promulgated, or practised, 
that mode ojf inoculation, previous to that time? 

A. I 
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A. I have heard that others had inoculated for 
the cow-pox from the pustule on the cow previous 
to that time. 

Q. Did you ever hear of this disorder having 
been inoculated from one human being to another, 
before Dr. Jenner's publication ? 

A. No. — fVithdrew. Adjourned. 



LTJN^ 26® DIE APJIILIS, 1802. 






Mr, Banks in the Chair. 



No» <o. •^^* Robert Keate called in and examined. 

[^Papers menlioned by J)r. Pearson and Mr. Keate 

laid upon the table.'] 

Q. State what you know of these papers. 

A. Mr. Nash, the son of the author^ put them 
into my hands in the summer of 1 800. 

Q. Do you know at what time these papers were 
written ? 

A. I have understood after the year 1781. — 
Jf^ithdrew. 



Mr. 
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Mr, Thomas Nash called in and examined. No. %v 

Q, When did you deliver these papers to Mr, 
Keate ? 

A. In 1799 or 1800- 

Q. Do you know at what time they were written ? 

A. Not for certain ; but between the years 1 78 1 
and 1785 — ^by the date 1781, in which year I was 
inoculated ; and the year 1785, in which my fa- 
ther died. 

Q. Do you know the hand-writing to be your 
father's ? 

A. This is the writing which was put into my 
hands as his ; I have never seen my father write. 

Q, When did you first see these papers ? 

A. In 1795 or 1796. 

Q. By whom were they put in your hands ) 

A. By Mr. Battiscombe. 

Q, What account did he give of these papers ? 

A, On the death of my father they were sent 
by my mother to her brother Mr. Battiscombe, a 
medical man ; he returned them to me in 1795 or 
1796, 1 fancy without ever having looked at them : 
they were sent with other manuscripts in the samQ 
hand-writing to be made what use I pleased of. 

Q. Did you understand from him that he had 
.communicated the' contents to any person what- 
ever ? 

A. I have every reason to believe he did not. 

• Q. Did 



Q. Did you ever understand that ydu youfself 
were inoculated by your father with vaccine matter? 

A. Not for certain ; I have heard my mother 
say, that at the time of my inoculation my father 
was greatly taken up in the study of the cow-pox, 
and made i!nany experiments^ but of what nature 
she did not know. 

Q. Did you ever hear her speaj: of any persons 
whom she knew to have been inoculated by your 
father with vaccine matter ? 

A. Certainly not : his experiments were entirely 
kept secret from her* 

Q. How long have you kept those papers in 
your possession after returned ? 

A. They were returned to me in 1795 or 17 96, 
and then I delivered them to Mr. Keate in ]799 
or 1800. 

Q. Did you ever make any part of them public ? 
or communicate the contents to any person in the 
mean while ? 

A. Never, till they were given to Mr. Keate^ 

Q. Have you any reason to think that Dr. Jen- 
ner was acquainted with the author of these papers ? 

A. I have never heard that he was till tliis 
morning, and then from rumour. 

Q. Who gave you this intelligence ? 

A. I heard it from Mr. R* Keatc. — JVithdrcw. 



« Jir. 
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Mr. Robert Keate again called in and examined. No. 52* 

Q. Have you any reason to think tliat Dr. Jen- 
ner was acquainted with the author of these papers ? 

A. I heard from Mr. Battiscombe yesterday, 
that he believed he heard Mr. Nash and his sister 
mention the name of Dr. Jenner, but was not at 
all certain that it was Dr. Jenner who applies to 
Parliament. — Withdrew. 
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Total No 
of Burials 
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In 
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75 
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In 
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19 
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88 
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88 
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61 
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87 
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52 
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91 
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80 
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54 
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75 
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A7 
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1703 


90,790 
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66 
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50 
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90 
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36 
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77 
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79 
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9,810 


106 
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48 
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71 
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91 
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88 
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76 
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84 
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79 
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Case ofdislitict Small-fox by Jnoculation, suheqMOit 
to the Patient's having passed through the Cow- 
pox, 

George Clark *, a marine, aged twenty years, 
was inoculated by Mr. Rickman, surgeon of the 
Portsmouth division of marines, with vaccine 
virus, between the end of October 1800, and the 
month of April following ; and from that gentle* 
man's report of his case, it appears, that he was 
infected with cow-pox in the genuine and satis- 
factory manner. 

March 24th, the said George Dark was inocu- 
lated by Mr. Rickman with variolous matter in his 
left arm, by two punctures from the natural dis- 
ease. On the 31st, at nine o'clock at night, he 
was attacked by symptoms which usually precede 
the eruption of small-pox, namely, coldness, shi- 
vering, succeeded by heat, thirst, nausea, and 
pains in his head and breast. April 1st, on his 
being received into this hospital (about four q'clodi 
in the afternoon) his pulse was QS, and the symp- 
toms that appeared on the preceding night gav« 
him great uneasiness. Upon examining his arm 
where the variolous matter had been inserted, I 
observed that the punctures were elevated, and the 
inflammation which eurrounded them so great, as, 
vriUi the other symptoms, to preclude theamallcst 
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doubt of his labouring under the influence of small-' 
pox infection by inoculation. 

April 2d, in the morning, an efflorescence was 
observed on his nose and right cheek, and several 
pustules were indistinctly perceived. On the 
morning of the 3d, these pustules, with many 
others on his face, arms, and breast, were very 
strongly marked ; and during that stage of the 
eruption the symptoms which preceded it had con- 
siderably abated. On the 4th, the eruption was 
completed, consisting of ninety pustules on his 
fece and head, and 132 on his*bpdy and extremi- 
ties. On the 5th, his symptomatic fever entirely 
disappeared, and excepting a slight afiection of his 
throat he had no complaint. Subsequent to the 
9tk, the eruption on his face advanced in a pro^ 
gregsive state of maturation till the close of thek 
Qth, and on his body and extremities imtil the 
12th; during the periods when the pustules be- 
came pepfixtly maturated, they were remarkably 
prominent, and contained good pus. On his face 
the whole of the eruption was not completely 
crusted before the I3th, and on his body arid ex^ 
tremities not until the IQth instant^ 

From the commencement of the crvptioii ta 
its final termination, the professional gentleoica 
iDelQnging to this establishment daily visited him^ 
jaad at my particular desire several of the principal 

n^cal gentlemen, from Portsmouth^ Portscft^ Got* 

J- 3 port^ 
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port, Fareham, and Tichfield, frequently attended 
my visitations, and some of them had the good-» 
ness to take matter from the patient for further elu-r 
cidating the case, and promised to acquaint me 
with the result of their experiments. 

(Signed) R. Hope, M.D, 

Royal Hospital, Haslar, 
April 2otb, x8oi. 



Royal Hospital at Haslarii 
April 30th, z8o4. 
SIR, 

I have the honour to acquaint you, for the in- 
formation of the Committee of the House of 
Commons on Dr, Jenner's Petition, that several 
children, who were inoculated with matter taken 
from George Clark, as stated in my report of his 
case to the Admiralty and Sick and Wounded 
Boards, on the 20th instant, received the infec- 
tion, in spite of the ^^ evidence which the Com- 
mittee received from medical persons in Portsea, 
which stated considerable doubts as to its being 
that disease,'* and are now passing through the 
different stages of the small-pox in a strongly 
and satisfactorily marked manner. As I feel it a 
sacred duty which I owe not only to my King and 
country, but to myself also, to state facts when 
called upon, on a subject of such national imports 
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mace, I shall offer no apology fc^ this intrasion Wk 
your time^ and am^ 

Sir, 

Your most obedient humble servant, 

R- Hope, M.D. 

And Second Physician to the Hospital. 

To Admiral Berkeley* M.P. Chairman 
of the Committee for Dr.Jemier's 
Fetitioot London. 



Sarah Dyer *, wife of William Dyer, now re- 
siding in the parish of Old Sodbury in the county 
of Gloucester, saith. That when she was about 
sixteen years of age, she then lived a servant to 
James Hatherell of Combsend Farm, in the said 
parish of Old Sodbury ; that the cow-pox appeared 
among the cows ; that she was infected with the 
distemper, and had several pustules broke out upon 
difierent parts of her body, and one particularly 
large upon her arm ; was very sore under the arm- 
pits, and could hardly raise her hands to her head ; 
that her mistress told her she would have no oc- 
casion to fear the small-pox in future ; that about 
eleven years after she was inoculated with the 
small^pox, had the distetnper so severely, and the 
burden so great, that she was blind for six days. 

Old Sodbury, 12th February z8oa« 

* See No. »3» p. 73. Of this case there h no direct evidence 
before the Committee* 

h 4 SIB> 
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High Wycomb€» ft9th March x|oi. 

I was yestercjay detained at a distance from 
home, or should have had the honour of replying 
to your letter. 

In the ipouth of June 1800, I inoculatcjd ^ 
family of four children with the cow-pox. The 
infectioii was sent me from town by a person who 
assured me he received it from Mr. Jenner, bro- 
ther to the Doctor. 

I watched the progress accurately, and was weU 
satisfied that all the symptoms exactly agreed with 
those described by the advocates of this disease. 
In the spring of l^st year, at a general inoculation 
for the sm^l-pox, I made th^ experinient on the 
same children, when two most certainly did receive 
it, ^nd two did not ; and the most striking proof 
of this fact is, that others were inoculated from 
them, and had the disease rathej;-. in a heavy de-. 
gree. In another family also, the same failure 
oqcurred, and in two instances, beside, where the 
pefsons declared they had gon,c through the cow- 
pox many years before the small-pox evidently 
was taken. 

I beg leave to su^bscribe myself. 

Your ir^ost obedient ^nd very humble , servantjj 

R. B. Slater. 



SIRi 
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SIR, 

In answer to your letter received this momif^y 
1 beg leave to inform you, that in the latter end 
of March last year, two children were inoculated 
for the cow-pox by a young gentleman, a pupil of 
mine, and that I saw the children in the progress 
of the disorder, and they appeared to have received 
the infection properly, and were judged by us to 
be secure from the variolous infection. A few 
months afterwards they were seized with the na- 
tural small-pox, of which one of them died. They 
were the children of a servant of Sir Digby Mack- 
worth of this place. 

I am, SiK, 

Your most obedient servant, 

John Grosvenor. 

Pxfbrdi March a7thf iSoSf 



SIR, 

I had the honour to receive your letter ycstcr* 
day, but the post does not go out on a Saturday 
evening. I have been in the profession of sur- 
gery more than thirty years, and during that time 
have had frequent opportunities of commvmicating 
the small-pox to patients, after an interval of se- 
veral years, who had been infected by the vaccine 
matter in its genuine state. 

I have now the honour to lay before you a case 

which 
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which lately occurred at Bath *. John Parker, 
about four years of age, was inoculated with the 
vaccine matter, procured from Dr, Jenner by a 
friend, and at that time he was presented with en- 
graved plates, which represent the progress of the 
pustules as the eruptive fever advances : they were 
found to correspond minutely, and the child be - 
came feverish at the usual period, with every symp- 
tom which attends the cow-pox. Eight months 
afterwards another child was inoculated for the 
small-pox in the same house, as no suspicions were 
entertained of John Parker's taking that disease, and 
got through it favourably : but John Parker soon 
became feverish, and after several days ilhiess an 
eruption made its appearance, which proved to be 
the small-pox. Several children were inoculated 
with ripe pus taken from Parker, and they all re- 
ceived the small-pox. I do not advance this cir- 
cumstance' on report only, for I several times 
visited this child during the progress of the disease. 
Should you. Sir, think my evidence necessary 
before your Honourable Committee, I must beg 
leave to inform you, that I am under a subpoena 
to attend the assizes held at Taunton on th^ ad 

of ApriK 

J. have the honour to be. 

Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 

James Nooth. 

]^th, March «8y i8o«. 

* No. a6, p. 80. 

EXTBACTS 
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Extracts from Manuscripts of Mr. Nash, deU^ 
'uered to the Commttee by Mr. Keate, as far 
as they relate to the Cow-fox. 

' It is rather remarkable that no writer should 
have taken notice of the cow-pox. 

I never heard of one having the small-pox, who 
ever had the cow-pox. The cow-pox certainly 
prevents a person from having the small-pox. 

I have now inoculated above sixty persons who 
have been reported to have had the cow-pox, and 
[ believe at least forty of them I could not infect 
with the variolous virus ; the other twenty, or 
nearly that number, I think it very reasonable to 
presume (as they were no judges) had not the 
real cow-pox. It is not my own opinion only, 
but that of several other medical gentlemen, that 
convinces me the cow-pox is a prophylactic for 
the small-pox. 

I have not been able to discover that the human 
species get it from the cows in any other manner 
than by contact with the parts immediately in« 
fected, such as in milking ; neither do I appre* 
bend that one of the human species can commu- 
nicate it to another, but by the same means as I 
have known some of the inhabitants of a house 
where it was, escape it, but none of those who 
lay in the same bed with a diseased person*. 

In Mrs. Scamroell and Mrs. Bracher, inocula- 
tion product no eniptioii^ no sickpess^ and little 
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or no suppuration of tifc arm, the place pone- 
lured not being bigger, when inflamed and suppu* 
rated, than a large pin's head. It frequently 
leaves considerable marks, which arc much larger 
tlian those of the small-pox, as large (I have mea- 
bured some) as a silver threepence^ 



Extract of a Letter from the Rev. Heuman 
Drew to Dr. Pearson ; dated Wootton^ Sep* 
iemher 7^ 1798. 

Having an opportunity, I communicated your 
queries relative to the cow-pox to Mr. Dolling, an 
inoailator at Blandford, who is in very extensive 
practice, and I am favoured with the following 
answers : 

I can only say, I have inoculated for the small* 
pox many hundreds, that said they had had the 
cow-pox ; very few of them took the infectionj 
so as to produce the small-pox ; and those, I att 
inclined to think, deceived themselves in regard 
to their having had the cow-pox. I inoculated 
seven children for one person, the eldest not ten 
years old ; five of those children the mother had 
made play with cows teats that had the eow-poX|» 
and they received infection from the cow ; these 
five children had not small-pox, the other two 
had. 

Mr. Justins^ a farmer at Yetminster^ in Dorset^t 

inoculated 



157 

inoculated his wife and children with matter taken 
liom the teats of a cow that had the cow-^pox ; 
in about a week from the time of inoculation, 
their arms were very much inflamed ; the pa- 
tients very ill ; the man so much alarmed as to 
call in medical assistance (Mr. Meach of Cemc) ; 
the patients soon got well ; they have since beai 
inoculated for the small-pox by Mr, Trobridge of 
Ceme, but did not have it« 



Extract of a Letter from Dr. R. Pultexey /o 
Dr. Pearson ; dated Blandford^ July 14, 1798. 

I have never heard of any being affected with 
the disease^ except such as have milked the cows 
or handled the udders. 

The same person informed me, that of seven 
children he had inoculated for the small-pox, five 
had been previously infected with the cow-pox, 
and purposely, by being made to handle the teats 
and udders of infected cows, in consequence of 
which they suffered the distemper. These five, 
after inoculation for the small-pox, did not sicken ; 
the other two had the distemper. 

A farmer in this country inoculated his wife 
and children with matter taken from th^ teat of 
a cow. At the end of a week the arms inflamed, 
and the patients were so far affected as to alarm 
the l^rmer^ although unnecessarily, and induce 

him 
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him to call in medical assistance. They all sooii 
got well, and were afterwards inoculated for the 
small-pox, but no eruptions followed. 

I was not applied to in this case ; but the fact 
is sufficiently ascertained to me. 

It is well known in Hampshire, Dorset, Somer- 
set, and Devon. I also know that it is not un- 
common in Leicestershire, and othei* midland 
counties ; but dairy-men keep it a secret if pog* 
sible, as it is disreputable to the cleanliness of the 
produce. 



Extract of a LeUer from Mr. W. DoLLfN'G to 
i)r. Pearson ; dated ChettU^ A^ril^, 1802^ 

The farmer alluded to in Dr. Pulteney's letteff 
to you, who inoculated his wife and children with 
matter taken from the teat of a cow, and the 
person mentioned in Mr. Drew's letter, viz. Mr* 
Justins, is the same person r both Dr. Pulteney*» 
and Mr. Drew's inteljjgence came from me. I 
am not at this time certain as to the year, but 
believe it was on or before the year 1786: the 
farmer is still living, of whom I can have the 
particulars. 



Extract 
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^Extract of a Letter from the Rev. Herman 
Drew to Dr. Pearson ; dated Abbots ^ near Ho- 
niton, Devon, April W, 1802. 

I cannot inform you at what period Mr. Justins 
of Yetminster (not Axminster) inoculated his fa- 
mily ; but I have no doubt but it was previous 
to Dr. Jenner's practice. I have by this post 
communicated to Sir William Elford, Bart, a cu- 
rious fact, which came to my knowledge yester- 
day ; .that, above twenty years ago, a woman in- 
oculated her children with matter taken from the 
oow, on the point of a large needle. 



Extract of a Letter from Mr. Nicholas Bragge 
to Sir William Elford, Bart, (a Member of 
the Committee) I dated Axminster, April I2tk, 
1802. 

It is now more tKan thirty years ago that I first 
made experiments, and proved that the vaccine 
disease was a preservative against the small-pox ; 
and it is, I believe, more than twenty years ago, 

at 

that, through the Rev. Herman Drew, I ac- 
quainted Sir George Baker with the observations 
and experiments I had then made, which I am 
certain Sir George will readily acknowledge. Un- 
happily an accident by fire has deprived me of 
having recourse to them now^ but my memory 

will 
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Will supply me with enough to convince you, tlvat 
Dr. Jenner is not the only person entitled to the? 
reward that may be thought deserving for sucb 
discovery. It is nowy I believe, twenty years agd, 
that Mrs. Kendall, the wife of a respectable famver 
in the parish of Whitechurch, near Lyme in Dor- 
setshire (who is at this time a tenant to Lady Ca* 
roline Darner, in the same parish for which I have 
been concerned as an apothecary for the poor ever 
since I have been in business), inoculated herself, 
and three or four children for it ; and those chil- 
dren, who have long arrived at manhood, have 
since inoculated their friends and neighbours when- 
ever an opportunity has offered. 



Extract of a Letter from the Rev. Herman 
Drrw to Sir William Elford, Bar/, dated 
. Abbots y near Honiton, April 1st, 1802. 

Dr. Edward Jenner has undoubtedly very great 
merit in bringing the vaccine inoculation into pnc* 
tice, but he is no more the discoverer of the cow- 
pox and its effects than I am. Nearly twenty 
years ago, I wrote sheets of paper to Sir George 
Baker on this disorder, and I know not what oc» 
casioned his laying aside his intention of publishing 
his investigations; he load had a previous corre- 
spondence with Dr. Pulteney of Blandford, on the 
subject. Sir George desired me to inoculate with 
matter taken from the cow, but my endeavours 
4 to 
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to find out wliere I might get matter, were, for a 
long time, unsuccessful, owing to the secrecy' of 
the farmers, . whose dairies were infected with siich 
a 6tthy ulcerous distemper, it woilld have marred 
the sale of their butter, &c. 

About fourteen years ago T discovered an in- 
fected cow, and, by desire of Sir George Baker, 
I applied to a Mr. Bragge, a surgeon of Axminstrir, 
to attempt inoculation ; but unfortunately we were 
too late, as the disorder was so far abated in the 
animal, that the matter had lost its activity. We 
made use, however, of a dissolution of the-scabs 
in warm water, but without success. 

When Dr. Jenner published his observations, 
he was followed by Dr. Pearson, of Leicester 
Square, who was introduced by Sir George to a 
correspondence with me on the subject, and he 
repeatedly confesses in print his obligations to the 
for information. No one can have an higher opi- 
nion of the good eifects of the vaccine inoculation 
than I have ; it has occupied my thoughts for 
years; and nothing butHorace's advice, " Ne sutor 
ultra crepidam," has checked me from the use of 
the infected lancet or saturated cotton. Entre 
nous, I have had a little successful practice. 

A fetter also from Williati^ Tucker, Esq. of 
Coryton, in Devonshire, to Sir William Elford, 
Bart, dated Coryton, April I2th, isoa, states. 
That Mr. Bragge twenty years ago proved the 
M effi(3cy. 
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on s that Mr. ^ 



c^ficacyi «nd with great assiduity : 

the practice of vacrine inoculation ; 

flragge, through the Rev. Herman Drew, Uif- 
] i>|shed Sir George Baker with ^ variety uf pRpcrs 

■in proof of its being a aure guard against variulouH 

.^nfectiopj and that Dr. Jenncr's superior /ntrit 

[ ^consisted irt having eflected the iiitroducttc»i pf 

-iVaccine inoculation, and in hpving :dso, as it is 

[ .,-puid, ascertained tiic means of discrinjiijati»ig lUi- 

., real from the spurious disease. 
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•College of Pbyikiani, April tji 
««, 

■,., I have laid before the College the letter which 

^ h^ve had the honour to receive from ycu a few 

-/idys ago, and ain directed by th^m to answer, that 

the extreme niildness of Llic symptoms generally 

attendant on vaccine inoculation is fiuch, tliat as 

well from their individual experience, as from the 

. evidence of oUutr, in favour of the practice, they 

., helieve it perfectly safe, when properly conducted, 

and highly deserving the enco[irag«nieiit of the 

.public, nn account uf tlie ultimate great advantage 

expected from it, wbicli caJt opiy be fully esta- 

blistied by tht; extended and successful experi< 

■j.pf many yews. I have tlie Iwnpur to be, 

Sitl», 

Jf:o\vr Wpst (A«4ieBt B«vani 

-.' ■. T.,Ciijioai 
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Extract ojTa Letter from Mr. J. Clinch to Dr^ 
E. Jbnvbr ; dated Poole, 25th January 180H. 

I will hasten to tell you the general result of 
xny practice in the vaccine disorder, in the island 
of Newfoundland. I informed you, in a jTormer 
letter, that the matter isent me by your nephew 
produced the eflect completely, although from the 
date it was kept full four months. 

I began by inoculating my own children, and 
went on with this salutary work, till I had inocu- 
lated upwards of 700 persons, of all ages and de- 
scriptions ; many opportunities sooh ofiered at 
St John^s (where the small-pox was making great 
ravages), whidi afforded convindng jproofs of die 
safety of the practice to the inhabitants and sier- 
Vants in Trinity Bay ; they siaw (at first with asto- 
ntshment) that those who had gpne through the 
Jennerian inoculation, were inoculated with the 
small-pox, and exposed to the infection, withobt 
Uie least inconvenience, and I hope it will every 
day become more and more extensive, as nothing 
can be more certain^ than that it will annihilate 
the worst and most dreadful of all diso^ders^ Ae 
sffiall-pbx. 
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Extract of a Letter from the Rev. W. Finch 
to Dt. E. Jenner ; dated St. Helen^s^ Lanca- 
shire, ibtk February i 802 . 

In addition to the proof of its efficacy, which 
I have already published in the Medical and Phy- 
sical Journal for May 1800, I may affirm, the 
contagion of the small-pox seems by its means 
warded this town and neighbourhood ; for before 
I began the new practice, that malignant disease 
raged here with such virulence, that at the close 
and beginning of the years I have resided here, I 
have daily interred two or three children of a fa- 
mily who have fallen sacrifices to it ; but since, 
to the inexpressible joy and happiness of my pa- 
rishioners, they have not had the sorrowful occa- 
sion of burying one that has died of the complaint, 
because it is not heard of among us. Besides, 
the virtue of the cow-pox appears to me to be 
equal, if not superior, in force to that of small- 
pox ; for here has lately occurred an instance of 
a child*8 being afflicted with the latter, after ;it 
has been inoculated and infected with variolous 
matter. 



Extract 
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l^xtRACT of a Letter from Mr. T. M, Kelson 
to Dr. E. Jbnner ; dated Seven Oaks, Feb. 2d, 
1802. 

In the month of April 1799^ soon after I first 
procured the vaccine virus^ I introduced the dis- 
ease among the workhouse children of this place^ 
they were forty-six in number; and in order to 
ascertain one very material fact pointed out in 
your publication^ that of the cow-pox not being 
contagious^ I inserted the fluid in the arms of 
only half of them, permitting those to pass through 
every stage of the disorder previous to my giving 
it to others ; at the same time I took particular 
care tihat they who were not inoculated, should 
be as much exposed to the mischief as possible ; 
some of the pustules were broken, and the effluvia 
applied to their noses, and they were almost 
completely intermixed by night as well as day, 
during the whole process, but nothing ensued. 
Wheii I had giveii the distemper to the remainder, 
I inoculated the whole party with a most virulent 
sort of small-pox, but they, one and all, resisted 
the disease, A short time afterwards a wretched 
family of children, just recovering from bad 
small-pox, was brought from London late in an 
evening, I ordered them to be put into different 
beds with my late patients, and their clothes, 
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which they had worn during their illness, I de- 
Bired might be laid on their beds, but this also 
made no impreesion. Fifteen months after I ope- 
rated again upon the greater part of these work- 
house children, both for cow-pox and small-pox, 
but nothing happened ; this shews the vscdne is 
a security against itself, as well as the small^poz. 
In the course of the year ninety-nine, I inocu- 
lated a child with cow-pox, and at the end o( four 
days I put him in the same bed with his sister, 
who had a most dreadful kind of confluent small- 
pox ; they remained together a fortnight ; the cow- 
pox patient had the disease in the mildest manner 
possible, and resisted the small-pox altogether. 
Independent of these striking instances of the in- 
fallibility of the practice, which were amply suffi- 
dent to give me implicit confidence in it, I ino- 
culated in the course of the same and the follow- 
ing year, many hundreds ; and, for the satisfac- 
tion of my patients, I put the thing to the same 
fiort of test, by inserting variolous matter after- 
wards, and not one solitary instance hath occurred 
of its insecurity ; and of no truth am I more con- 
vinced, than I am that the genuine cow-pox ren- 
ders the human constitution unsusceptible of the 
small-pox ever afterwards. 
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fixTKACT of a Letter fr^m Dr. ^^irtin Wall to 
ihe Chairman \ dated Oxford^ jipHl lA^ 1803* 

tyi. Rowley certaihiy did hdt recollect correctly 
the conversation I had with hirti, when he wa* 
here in the summer of J 801. The account of 
difi^nt cas^s, which he has coiifbunded in One 
statement, I think it v^ill hot b)s difficult ixS sepa- 
rate and distinguish ; 

Early in the spring 1801, or some little time 
before (I will not pretend to be very correct in my 
dates), Dr. Williams and Mr. Gieorge Jenner in- 
oculated with Vaccine matter three children of 
»*-— i Green, in Gebrge Lahe ; they were all sup- 
posed to have gone thhiugh the vaibcine disorder 
favourably. In the summer of the sstme y^r one 
of these three children caught the small-pot, 
which prevailed epidemically in the neighbour- 
hood, and had the disorder very mild. Whil^ 
the eruption was out upon the child, or just dying 
awajfs^ 1>. Jenner happened to call upon me, and 
I took him to see the child ; as s<>6n M he cable 
mto the robm, he immediiktely recollected that htt 
hild been there before; and, upbn seeihg tiNe 
c^ild, he said' to the mother, " I>on*t you reiAem- 
ber my being in this rbom soon after theise chil- 
i^en had been supposed to have had the cov(r-«pbx ; 
and that, upon looking on this child's arm, I 
told you it had not had the cow-pox, and would 
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not be secure from the small-pox, unless it 
subjected to another iaoculation with vaccine mat- 
ter ! at the same time I told you, upon inspecting 
.the arms of the other children, that they were 
safe ?" This was the purport of his wonls; whe- 
ther I have given his exact expressions, I am not 

< certain. 

Nearly at the time when the children al 
were inoculated by Dr. Williams and Mr. 
Jenner, Mr. Grosvenor * and Mr. Swift inocu- 
lated with vaccine matter two children of — ■ — 
Slatter, butler to Sir Digby Mackworth. They 
were supposed to have gone through the vaccine 

- disorder regularly and well ; but both these ohil- 
tlrtn in the July following caught the natural 
^laU-pox, and one of them died. Of these cases 
I know nothing more, as I did not attend the 
children. 



1 not ! 



Extract of a Letter from Dr, Martin WALt 
tfie Chairman-, dated Oxford, April 1, 1802. 

I do not presume to .think that it is in my 
power to add any thing to the force of the evi- 
dence (which must have been laid before you and 
the Committee of the House of Commons), tend- 
ing to evince, that the inoculated cow-pox is an 
indisputablo security against the small-pox in any 
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form ; yet I feel it my duty to express my opinion, 
and to add one more to the many testimonies 
which have been presented to your Committee on 
this subject. I have not been myself a practitioner 
in the vaccine inoculation (my engiigements pre- 
venting me), but tiie extensive excursions I often 
make into the country, have given me opportu- 
nities of conversing with numerous practitioners, 
and hearing their relations of the progress and re- 
sult of their experiments ; and I never have yet 
met with any instance which has shaken my opi- 
nion, that the cow-pox is a. safe and efHcacious 
preservative against the small-pox. 1 will not al- 
lege, that I have not heard of unfavourable cases, 
unfavourable I mean to the position I have just 
laid down ; many such occurred at first, when the 
inoculation was conducted by ignorant and ill- 
judging persons ; and it is wonderful that more 
instances of failure did not take place. But when 
the process came to be conducted with more care- 
ful observation, such ill consequences and decep- 
tions were very rare, and where they did take place, 
the source of the deception was often easily traced ; 
and it was as easily proved, that the persons in 
question on whom the small-pox appeared (after 
the vaccine inoculation), had really never been in- 
fectetl with the cow-pox. Some cases have appa- 
rently been attended with greater difficulties, as 
they have been said to have been under the care 
pf practitioners of eminent ability and judgment ; 

yet 
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yet even in thew, if their progress couM be 
pcrly investigated, some fallacy would be probi 
rlptecled, ns it has hpi.ti in so miiny othf-rs. 
B8 it has been dcmnnstntcd by tliou^niKlxnnd 
of thoiiiMinds of inMtanf^s, where the proce«a of 
vaccine inoculation has been rarcftiUy conducted 
and oljserved, the patient has ever aft«'r Iwcn ii 
pable of ret^iving the varioloiis inffrctfon, 
most reasonable to nnpixiRc, that, if one or 
mutances of a contrary cvi;nt have occurred, 
mistake must have taken place in thoxe cai 
however eminent the abilities of the inoculator 
may have been. Let nn reason upon this point 
in another mode. No one doubts the potvcr of 
the inoculated small-iK>x to preserve a person frOTfl 
that disorder in future, whether by casual or arti- 
ficial means. What then would any one say, if 
aman, having had th« smalUpnx by Inoculation, 
Bhoiild take the disofder (apparently) a second 
time, either by contaffion or any other vttiy ? 
Would he say that that man had the small-poK 
twice } Would he draw any inference unfavourable 
to the generally received opinion! «f tlie efficacy 
and security of inoculation i No, certainly i if he 
had one spark of c^mticnir he would Aay, that the 
first inoculation had not commnnicatf^l tlw real 
Bmall-pox, and hud not infliicnced the constitution 
m that manner which is nm^ssary to itccnre it 
against future infection. I^et candour then apply 
this argument to the cow-^xjh, and it will lie with 
4 e(]l 
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equal justnesB inferred, that if any person has been 
susceptible of the influence of variolous infection, 
after having been inoculated with vaccine matter, 
there has been some mistake in the case, and that 
person has really never had the cow-pox at all. 

I request the Committee therefore only to ad- 
mit the same analogical argument here as in the 
case of «mall-pox, or even only to allow excep- 
tionem non lollere regulam ; and then I trust the 
discovery of Dr. Jenaer can never be too highly 
estimated. 



Testimonials in favour of vacdne inoculation, 
from the Physical Society of Guy's Hospital in 
London, from Manchester, Slirewsbury, Birming- 
ham, and many other places, signed by medical 
names of celebrity, were delivered to your Com- 
mittee. Your Committee have also deemed it 
proper to subjoin the following extract from the 
Address of the Members of the Jury of Health, 
and the Medical Committee of the Department of 
the Somme, to his Excellency the Minister Pleni- 
potentioiy of England for the Congress at Amiens. 

HT LOBD, 

The Jury are constantly occupied with whatever 
relates to the preservation of man. Vaccination 
has justly called forth their particular attention ; 
and in the ooune of a year a great variety of ex- 
periments 
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periments bavie therefore been made here upon 
more than 600 persons. The first magistrate of 
this department has given every encouragement to 
our trials ; and the discovery which has been made 
in your country has been stamped in ours with the 
seal of infallibility. The vaccine is now proved to 
be a preservative against the small-pox. 

Signed, 

L'ENiroRMV, M. D. Paris, Sevelle, 
L*Apostolle, Cornet. 

Laden, 



jin Account of 102 Individuals put to the Test of 
Small-pox after the Faccine Inoculation ; from 
the Magazin Encyclopedique. 

In the fourteenth number of the Encyclopedia 
Magazine, is a report of the Central Committee 
of Vaccine Inoculation at Paris, containing a 
counter-proof practised on 102 children, whp had 
previously been inoculated with the cow-pox. 

In this report the Committee observe. That long 
and constant experience having perfectly convinced 
them how little danger was to be apprehended 
from vaccine inoculation, nothing remained but 
for them to assure themselves more particularly 
of Its preservative effect ; and to ascertain whe- 
ther, contrary to the doubts which had been ex-* 

cited 
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cited in this respect^ its duration extendcid bejiond 
the period of one year. 

In order to make this experiment with all the 
09ate anid all the aistheoticity whidi it merited^^ the 
committee assembled as great a number as possible 
of the most eminent medical men asf witness^ of 
the fact.-^They here publish the result of tbt 
counter-proof tried in their presence^ on 1 02 sub* 
jects, who. had been previously inoculated withr the 
cow-«pox. 

The medical practitioners^ whose names are un- 
dersigned^ being assembled in the School of Me- 
dicine^ with Citizen Thouret^ the directory a pa- 
tient^ labouring under the small-pox well charac- 
terized, was introduced ; and the matter was taken 
and inserted into the arm of every individual who 
had undergone vaccine inocul^ition, by three punc- 
tures at least. 

In eighty-four cases variolous inoculation alto- 
getheir fiuled. In eighteen, cases it produced a 
local effect^ namely, a slight degree of inflamma^ 
tiOn, elevation, and. suppuration, at the. places 
where the punctures had been made ; but there 
was not the least sign of fevter^ general eruption, 
or constitutional disease. This is procu^ely what 
pocurs, when persons whoJhave had the smalUpox 
ar^ inoculate with vatiiplou^ inatter.: Hence the 
medical practitioners, who had assembled on this 
occasion, observe, it is natural to conclude^ that 
.VAQpine i»ocirfftJipq/h«*'.pr*IQrye4 from the small- 

. :>:; .-':.;'.> pox 



pox the 102 individuals who were inoculated with 
variolous matter in their presence. 

This is signed, I^ia, 30th Brumaire, the lOth 
year of the Republic ; 

Portal ! Halld ; Sabatier ; Jussieu ; Fourcroy, 
Counsellor of State j Parinentier, Huzard, Teis- 
ner. Members of the National Institute : 

Maloet i Descemet t Jeanroy ; Jeanroy junior ; 
Bosquillon ; Laveme; Lafisse; Duchanoy, Admi- 
nistrator of Hospitals ; Andry, Montaigu, Borie, 
Delaporte, Roussille-Chamseru, Roussel-Vauz^me, 
Physicians of the heretofore Faculty of Medicine 
of Paris: 

' Corvisart, Physician to the Government ; Su3, 
-Dubois, Chaussier, Petit-Radel, Leclerc, ProfcasorB 
of the School of Medicine : 

Coste, Heurtclour, Biron, Vergez, LacroiXj 
the Counoil of Health of the Armies ; 1^ 

Bickat, Dupuytren» Anvity, Alibert, of th«l! 
dety of the School of Medicine ; 

Tourdes, Professor of the School of Medicine 
at Strazbiirgh : 

Sedillot junior, Beauchesne, of the Society of 
Medicine at the Louvre : 

Daignan, Bertin, Leblanc, Leveille, Lerminier, 
Bourdetto, Ruflin, Recamier, Foubert, Moreau. 

The Committee request, That if there are any 

•farther objections to be offered against vaccine iii- 

I oculation, 



M 



M 



175 

oculation^ they may be founded onr &ct8 equally 
authenticated. 

Signed by all the Me^iben of the Committee; 

Thouret, President; Guillotin; Leraux ; I^nel ; 
>SDusfin-Dubieuil ; Salmade; Dehroche; Jadelot; 
'Marin; Parfiot; Mongmot; Last^rie; Hweon^ 
Secretary. 



jGeneral MeiMnrndum* 

Vmidrayaatf Mahtf Dec. 91 iSoo. 

The small-poi haiii^ nade its appearance on 
board the Aleunder^ and other ships in die fleets 
(he Commander in Chief thinks k necessary to 
refer the respective Captaiite to the Genetal Me- 
morandums of the 19th of October last^ and to 
reoommend immediate application to Dr. Marshall 
and Dr. Walker^ whose safe and excellent mode 
of treatment has boen /experienced ofi \)qfa:^ihe 
Foudroyant, and other ships, in preventing the 
dreadful. effects, so often attending the small-pox, 
which May now 4K> easily be avoided without dan* 
ger or vfu^onvex^eiffx. 

By eoomiahd of the Vice*admiral, 

Signed, William Yovxa. 

To die retpeetive Captain^* ko. 
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(Certificates from Lord Keith ani General 
Hutchinson granted to Doctors Mabsrall 
«nrf Walker. 

These are to certify » that Doctcnrs Mai»hall and 
Walker have ackmnistered tho vaeciQe iiiQcuIafion 
to such of the crews of all His Majesty's ships^ 
under my command^ at- Gibraltar^ Minorca^ Malta^ 
the port of Marmorice^ and on the coast of Egypt^ 
as had the opportunity, and were desirous of sub- 
mitting to the operation : that these gentlemen 
have manifested the greatest assiduity for iixfi ex- 
tension of the practice, bestowed the mpst, uiiwe^u 
ried attention to its successful applicatipn^^and 
have, according to the information I have received 
from all quarters, exhibited it with perfect success. 

Keith. 

Given under my handy on board HU 
Majesty's ship the Foudroyanty m 
the Bay of Aboukir, a9tb March 
1801. 

Campy Four ^ifes from Atetandn^ 
itth of April iSoK 

This is to certify, That Doctors Marshall and 
Walker attended at the hospital at Malta^ for the 
purpose of inoculating the respective regiments of 
the expedition to Egypt^ according to the General 
Orders of the late Commander in Chief, Sir Ralph 
Abercrombie, at which time the small-pox had 
got into the fleet, and was very fatal, 

DoctOT 
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Doctor Walker aooompanied the expedition, with 
the approbation of the Commander in Chief, to 
Egypt, and introduced the new practice into the 
army in general, which was found efiectual in arrest- 
ing the ravages of the small-pox, those soldiers, 
escaping it who submitted to his operation, and 
doing their duty as usual, while a few, who neg- 
lected the opportunity, were laid up. 

We now experience his services in another way, 
he having consented to be associated with the sur- 
geon of the brigade of seamen on shore ; and 
from Sir Sidney Smith finding it necessary to have 
the attendance of the stugeon at a distance from 
the camp, the mecfical care of the whole brigade 
fidls upon him. 

Major-general Hutchinson feels a sincere plea. 
sure in recommending Doctors Marshall and Wal- 
ker (for their indefatigable ;seal in the service) to 
hid Royal Highness the Duke of York, who ever 
takes so lively an interest in whatever renders the 
situation of the soldier comfortable. 

J, Hely Hutchinson, 
Major-general f 



Dr. Jenner submitted vouchers from corre^ 
•pondents in various parts of the world, referring 
to at least 100,000 cases ; of which a selection 
has been made in the preceding numbers. 
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Admiral IBbrkbleV. 
^ JSefore I chtfir ihto Ihiat part of Dir. •tenner's 
tSLse, whidh is th^ p&rticiilar object of thy motiohi 
i hope to )be jpehhitted to explain a little the con* 
duct of the Committee, ^^ose Report id how he- 
fore you. i believe some of the most emihd:it 
characters in th<i Medical line have given thef^ 
testiihony in ifavour bf th6 Utility an'd elficiacy bit 
this discovery ; khd il^ We have hot ekamincd all^ 
it was for fear bf burdening our Mihutes^ and be* 
cause we were rather guided in our choice of evi- 
dence by a selection cJf many of thos6, whoM 
opinions had biten originally hbstile tb this syst^ni 
of inoculation, atid whose reseairches therqfore 
Were more keietl to detect its fallacy, or l^stabHsh 
its truth. — In the investi^tioh of a mattbf to 
important to mankhid in . g^heu^, it wad rfot 
thought right by the Committee to cionfine tb^t 
examination to the I^tiottet^^fiiiridenqc alohe, ail 
is uaofllly the oase^ but t9 |i|V got any c9Mlt which 
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could make against it. This conduct^ which ccf» 

tainly may appear rather to bear hard upon the 

Petitioner, has proved a matter of fresh triumph 

to him : for altbouflrh ^e ' flesiqenefed to sift out 

information from every anonymous letter ; though 

we raked the very kennels for information against 

this practice — all that wift'^were enabled to get is 

pointed out at full length in the Report : and such 

were the explanations on 4 ho s e very cases— *such 

were the testimonies against that evidence — that 

if Dr. Jenner's discQyqrj^ould^ receive additional 

Ipstre^fFoin-tl^is sort of inqju.iry^^.it qertainlyr)ia^ 

dyne so. Upon the beneficial eftects of this dis- 

coyery, I hardly wish to twullfle the Conjinittee,^ 

as I am certain, if thie Report, which- contain^ the 

scientific opinion of the first medical men in this. 

QPuntry, does not satisfy the House, the uhited^ 

©pinion of all the* world, t-he homage of EurppCj^ 

which has been paid to the discoverer of this bless^. 
•' . ■ . . • ■ • • . * 

ing, will haye its due weight on the minds, of hiS; 

countrymen, who, though slow to believe^ are eve)\ 
willing, when convinced^ to reward. with liberality* 
I cannot,, however, but state some advantages 
which strike me in a great national point of view. 
>yhich, in ..peace as well as in war, this discovery, 
has brought forth. The labourer.is not only, en- 
^bled, during its progress^ to pQf/ofin his. daily 
t^sk. .without depriving his {amily of his earji^ngs^ 
Qr burdening liis parish for ^pport^ but iti^.ii^ 
proof also bf fore us^ that it; rh^,Qo;ijU:ib.uted,.to 
r. * ,, • the 
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tIM €xertk>ns. of bur i navy and army ; £is the itiitcU . 
tl^: of its' piiDgres^} is such, thatf tbose valuable 
imdi^ituds^ tMv soldiers and' sailors^ have been< 
able to^ do their dyty with the disease upon them^ 
ift the niklst of pne of the most gloriaus but ia^ 
tiguing campaigns that ever v^ras qtidertakenv — ^ 
With res^^t tOithe immediate motion of this,day> 
licertatidy^hall' say something; as, although the 
Report states tiie actual loss Dr. Jenner has sus-^ 
tainedv yetotfate psrticqlars, which bear very hard 
lipori fainiy are> not' inserted* It Mf not' merely- 
giving: up' bia prsttice in the ddUntry^ vrhich has' 
tffien provcriito have beeit very lucrative ; it U not' 
the los&ol ttedt fortune^ which the best authori-^: 
ties> hav6^ btati^ ha might ' have gaibed to a cer- 
taiirty> if' h^ had^kept ita; secret ; but it is the' 
Actual/ exf^naeS' chichi he daily incurs, by having' 
promul^atied this inestimable blessing) which 1 
really thkk the hardest part of the case $ fbr the) 
very postage. of the letters, both foreign and do^r 
xMstic, ^mounting frequently to ten5< twetity, ; and^ 
turentji^ofive shillings a day, is reatlly sucH a sum^ 
in itsdfy as no fortutie would like to bear ; ati eK*** 
{Knse. whidi cannot be repaid, and which Im 
own generous add. benevolent intentiGOis were the> 
causeof.' i • 

. ^/ As t^ die remuneration which ought to be" 
giren- in thjsi case^ I hardly^ know how te appre^ 
dote' it; ^ L have precedefits^ in my haiidj whicb 
Mate vanous 4)ewa«dd^ that haye- boeu^i^en to mgc.«. 

K 4 nious 
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iiioijs nitn, whicti I shall now read. [Piij 
This last vote ia only half of the sum constaii' 
voted for tlierfiscovcry of the longitude, which in 
cvttry point of view I certainly shall rejoice in, a 
gladly see the reward birntowcd upon it, althou( 
we circumnavigate the globe very well without i| 
But great ne that discovery is, J really caiioi 
Inok upon it in any view to be compared witi 
this of Dr. Jenner's, which is unqufstionably t 
greatest discovery for the preservation of the hu- 
man epecien ever made. It is Jrroved, that in thes^ 
United kingdoms alone, 45,000 persons die annn 
ally of the small-pox. Are the exertions of tid 
man who puts a stop to lhi» mortality not to I 
rated higher than the discovery of tlie longitude, 
hy which not a single life is staved ? 'I'he number 
saved here is 40,0(X> ; but throughout the world 
what is it ? Not a second is struck by the hand of' 
tiuie, but a victim is uHcriticcd at the uttiir of thi 
most horrible of all disorders, the Bmull-pox. 
WiU put it in another point of view — suppose ft^ 
was prupoHCtl in this I Icjube, to reward any man 
who savwl the life of a ftUow -creature with ffw- 
shillings : I should he laughed at for the vroHtlnci 
of the sum ; but iimull us it is, I should be c 
tented with it ; for if the sutemcnt of 4O,0i 
deaths be trur, ai d this discovery prevents it, Dr. 
Jcnner would be entitled to ^£20,000 per anrni 
I fthnll therefore nin\'e, that a sum not leas I 
^'iO^'OO hi: ^rautcd ; but when I do this, I 
tUUiS 



ddrt t cb not think it sufficient. But althdugll^ 
08 an admirer of Dr. Jenner, and perhaps ap^^ 
sonal friend, I cannot forget that I am acting for" 
the publio*-4f the House should think it right to 
adopt any l^rget sum, I shall hold myself free to 
vote fof it.** 

Sir Hbnrt MtlDMAT said^ he did not think 
the sum proposed was by any means adequate^ 
There was ample testimony from every qtUuter of 
th6 benefit arising from the discovery of Dr. Jen* 
ner, who/ as soon as he made it^ did not keep it' 
locked up in his own breast, but liberally imparted 
it to the worlds Dr. Jenner might, if he had kept 
it a secret, faaVe made ^ J 00,000 by it, as Well 
as any smaller sum ; but he had explained the 
whole to the world in the clearest manner, and 
given every information upon the subject that waa 
in his power. He conduded by moving to insert 
the «(um of -g^0,000 instead of ^s^ 10,000. 

Mr* Banxes said, there was a paramount duty^ 
vested in- that House, as the guardians of the 
public pmte, whicli it behoved them to attend to* ^ 
As iar as he had looked inlo precedents relative W^ 
the present case, they resold themselves ifitb' 
two divisions : the one case was^ where the disco*/ 
very was made a matter of puUic notoriety, ntti' 
the other Where it refaatned a secret, and became - 
the subject of a Ixtrgain betwefin the publtc and^ 
the inventor, for the purpose of buying the se*^ 
oret. Of the latter there were many ihst&nee§|l 

and 
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and the* Home: slicwld reinembar liow often it 
been led away by tiii: IJt^hioiiablc nitoour of 
day, or other circumstances, to bc3lQw sums 
this way, which they might now Wish to bo 
called. One of these instances was the grant-' 
^50(K) to Mr. Stevens, for a solvent for 
stone, which had been found to be inefficai 
There were also scverEi! otliers ; but he men 
\ui8hed to put the Honse into a state of diiHdenca 
with respect to the subject now before them, 
though he believed there was as little danger of 
thi» discovery tieing distcredited by subsequent 
practice as any that lould be named* If, how- 
ever, it was to be once contended, tliat cvcTy 
covery of public utility ought to he remuneral 
by the House, the public pui-se would not be li 
taiough to satisfy all the claimants. No persons 
were more fairly remunerated than lliose of the 
medical profession in proportion to their skill ;, 
and though thia discovery was so far in Uie hands 
of the public, yet the carrying it into effect was 
coupled with medical skill, accuracy, and expe- 
rience i and wag there not reason to believe that 
those who wished to partake of; the benefit of this 
discovery would go for it to the fountain-head ? It 
Wu3 unfortunate that Dr. Jenncr had imparted the 
secret to the public, though his conduct certainly 
disf^ayed the greatest liberality, Tlie inventors of; 
the inoculation for tite small-pox had made &mpkt} 
igrtiuiet by it, though they had publtHhol it ta 
Lie* the 
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tUe worU^ias.alL wentrto them to conduct ihe prCk« 

c^. If the Hon.' Gentlemen,, inewt this. a& f^t 

q^eatiQJD^ of justice^, he did. not know, wh^, theji; 

sbQuI(ji ask. fpr so restricted a sum;, but he coQr 

tend^th^jt, Dr« Je^i^eq had at present the meaQi^ 

c^r iJ^Un^ting him^elfi^, tit aokiK>wledgcd the» 

ujiJity,andg(2pem^f^M^t-of this-discov;er^^ and> 

th^ lib^iaUty of. th^.cpiid4;ifit of I>* Jen^^^^ butf 

he. cppld not thipk^iii^self justified in thus votings 

i^^^ay. the publicxupn^. .,; 

, Afr* WiN^YfAM jsaidy. that; it)uch of what* had^ 

hecp wfSI^'hyi IhiInIIo^I Friend made a^inst. th^ 

conclusions he hsid d^LWXi.- What his.HQn# Fri^udi 

hadrS^id al^ut theigiuirdia^S; of the- public pur-se^ 

m 

\f(ou\d^nob guide tliem on* the present, opcasioH). lu^ 
it qnly,. went tp: this^ tliat they should not .grant; 
dr. revi^d wliere it was not deservecL ^ Jjere^i how^ 
i^veif,. theyhad to cpnuiider whether tlii^cUscoyeryi 
deiterved'jreward. .and: if so. what was* the^^um that 
oug^t to be glvenv . It; had b^n pta^^:: that 9f 
Qumber of persons baviiiig naadetdistspv^ies^ ren-t 
dered th^ sec;r^ of^ those 4iscaverk§ .the ^hjiect of 
a^.bargam bf&fqr^>and. 'He could ^ori]^. s^ ;th^t 
Was .not t^ case, here ^ a part ofr Ua^ ^i^ierjit.of tha 
Petitioner, was, th^ hehad^ ¥K)t follQwe4f tbajt, Imd 
q€ condupt :; in tbi^. case, the dis^^vf^ry i had been 
imparted to the wor^d, andritsbenej^tSr proved be-r 
foreia..rewafd. wastSpii^cited^ , If the,di;iventor had 
kept th£| secret to*himself^. he w^^qt-a lo^to say^ 
what, iV. would bayetbfentlye^ duty, c^ the ;Hous4 

to 
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to give to buy the secret. The genera! quesfi 
in cases where a public reward was asked for 
invention was, whether it was a useful and origi: 
invention. Wh«n his Hon. Frierici said he 
dn the Ojmrnittee, and talked of rewards Jmi 
ticaliy granted, he thought his Hon. Friend 
going to state, that there Was no merit in th<( 
vention, or at least, that there were great doul 
as to its efficacy — but on the contrary, his Hi 
Friend had concurred in the general opinion 
the utility of this discovery. T^us then the 
Was admitted. The next consideration was, 
extent of the utility, which was in this case 
yond estimation ; it went to the complete cra( 
cation of that dreadful disorder the smali-pox 
it stopped the propagation of it, And, in fact, 
more by stopping the propagation than by saving 
individuals. —-The next question wa«, whether thil^ 
was an invention that paid itself; for if so, the 
Inventor could have no claim for a public reward. 
Here, however, this was not the fact ; and it was 
here that the pnictioe of this discovery would be 
confined to the faculty ; but It was not likely, sa 
supposed by his Hon. Friend, to be Confined to 
Dr. Jenner, as it was capable of being applied by 
every mediciU man. This was not the case with 
the Suttons, the Inventors af the small-pox ino- 
culation, with whom the serret remained a long 
time Ijcfore it became generally known. It might 
be said there was still another consideration that 
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jpijg^t be ijleged, that the inventor haying n){ult 
^e (Jiscovenr could pot conceal \t; hut here» 
^ough it might have beep diffipult fa) conceal it 
enUrdy^ yet it mtg^t haye been so &r conpeale4 
^hat it could tpt have; been applied b^ others^ and 
th^efiM*e %htre waa a merit in Dr. Jenner in no); 
cojQcealing i(. Witl) al| thef^ dfin^s, he h^d no 
beaitaticm in aaying, tl^^t the discovery yirffi cm 
wludi WAS entitled to rew^d, apd that ^ reward 
pught to be giveni pot opiy for the sake of this^ 
but to encourage othe» \o turn their n^inds to- 
wards discovery, apd to encbur^ .oth^ when 
they had made any usefi;! 4iscQveiy, not to con? 
ceal it| bu( to in^part it as speedily aa possible to 
the public, Wi^h fespect to the sum proposed^ 
pc Uiou^t it was the least ^t could be pve^ 
for such a disco v^/ and he liad pot the spiallest 
hesjtatiqn in supporting it. 4 

Sir Jambs Sinclair Erskinb follow^ on the 
same side. He said, lie wished particularly to 
advert to one point which had not yet been touched 
upon; he n^eant the actual expense which Dr. 
Jenner bad beep put to in completing this discp* 
veiy. This expense, he pould state frpni the best 
authority, amounted at least tq ^6O00 ; conse? 
guentfy if the House voted only ^10,0Q0, the 
real remuneration to Dr. Jenner would be only 
^4000, a sum neither adequate to the impurtance 
p( the discovery, nor worthy of the dignity of the 
flquse to bestow. If therefore the larger sum of 

^2O,0OQ 



^20,000 were, objected to, he should move for 
,^15,000, tlxat Dr, Jeriner might at least receiye 
,^0000 free. In addition to this h^ could state, 
-that Dr. Jenner, ,in order to render his discovery 
jnore extensively iiseM, had* left* a practice of 
^66o a year ; ^n3, that since hisr arrival inXondon 
Tfiis inconie had 'not paid His house-rent. .Ai\y 
^profits that .he,' might have derived, from his .disco- 
very, had he tept the nature of it /concealed, 
^ were taken, away, Tiy his making it so plain that 
ar\y one, leven ladies, had been enablea.lo put it 
in practice with success. He therefore shoti}d 
ipcrtainly hope, that if the Jarger sum appeared too 
,much, at least ^15,000 would be. granted. 

Jl/r. M. A. Taylor thought that as pr. Jefinec's 
, expenses had not been stated as a ground of the 
resolutions of the Committee, they did not at pre- 
sent come regularly before the House, He there- 
fore thought, that if these were ,to be Inquired 

. into, the Chairman ought to be instructed to. re- 

i . .• ■ ^ ■ ■■ . t.. : . . • 

port progress. 

Mr. HpBHOusE observed, that the expenses of 
Dr. Jenner* nyght justly be adduced as an argu-. 
rnent, as the loss he had sustained had bieen stated 
to the Committee, as appeared from the Appendix 
, ,(of which he then read some extracts), and the 
Committee, in forming their Resolutions, had taken 
these also into consideration. 

Mr. FutLEU observed, that as the discoverer 
, could expect no reward from the method of pa- 

5 tents. 



tents, which wfere ndt ap^icrfble in the presedt 
case, he thbbght 'him entitled tb Ihe larger stftn. 

The ClTANCELLOR of th^ ExcHEGtriER Said, thA 

whatever sum of money the Committee mrgtit 
vote td Dr, 'Jemicr'as a fiitune reward for his marit, 
there was onfe ibixcig -clear, and that ^Was, l3utt 
Dr. Jenner'had already received the greatest r6- 
ward that any individual could tecei ve, the appro- 
batibn, linanHnous approbation j of the HodSe df 
Connriohs ;- an approbation most richly deserved, 
irince it was 'the result of the greatest, or one of 
the most important discoveries 'to human society 
that was made since the creation of man ; and he 

■ 

doubted whether the House t:)f' Common swouHl 
cvei:"be bigam called on to decide on a point df 
greater importance or utility'than that which wtfs 
now before the Committee. 'Two Reports were 
now • upon the table df the House, and they were 
•founded on tVviD Petitions ' from two individuals, 
-who had each been mdst laudably and successfully 
•employed in making discoveries 'Yor the preserva- 
tion of human life. One 'saved human bemgs 
'from the perils of shipwreck, the other from perils 
still greater. With regard to the merit of l>r, 
Jenner,' it was needless to say much ; there w4a 
no difference of opinion in' the Committee on thit 
subject. Th^t he had made 'the important discbr 
very for which the reward was asked, that the 
value of the discovery was without example, aiM 
beyond )dl calculation, were points not to be con^ 

tested. 



tested, for they were made out by convincing ei 
dence; and that he had precluded himself fri 
great emoluments by the generosity of his 
conduct, was also most manifest. Wishing as he 
did to see such a [lerson rewarded, yet knowing 
as he did that he had aUo a duty to discharge 
wards the piiblic in voting away tlic public mom 
he must entreat tiie Committee to pause a \\\ 
before it adopted the Amendment now proposed. 
One effect of the discussion would be, to confirm 
the general use of tlie practice of this species of 
inoculation ; anotlicr effect would be to establisli 
for ever, the merit of Dr. Jenner ; at the same 
time it could nut "be denied, that while both 
practice and the fame of its author became as 
tensive as possible, the vote of ^10,000 by Par-^ 
liament as a remuneration to Dr. Jenner, would 
have the effect of enlarging the general practice of 
that learned physician in the way of his profcbsion ; 
so that both the subject itself, and the individual 
wlio discovered it, would be still better known to 
the world at large by this vote. He would a.sk 
whether ariy Member of the Committee dtiubtcd 
that Dr. Jciincr's practice as a physician would nut 
be extended by ft vote of ^I0,tx>0 to him by this 
Committee f Most undoubtedly that practice 
would be greatly extended by that vote, as well as 
by this discussion. If lie were called to say what 
remuneration was to be given to Dr. Jennev, and 
that he was to be governed in the amount by tl^e 
veil 
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value of the discovery, he really did not kno^r 
the sum^ because the value of the discovery was 
above all calculation ; but that was not the prin« 
ciple on which the Committee professed to pro- 
oeed^ or on which it was practidable to proceed^ 
the advantages being boundless ; whereas the re- 
muneration must of necessity have its liniits ; and 
then the question would be, what, under all cir- 
cumstances, was a reasonable remuneration to the 
author of this discovery ? — ^The difterencfe between 
^10,000 and 20,000 was not the standard by 
which the Committee judged of the merit of I>. 
Jenner ; but the question upon the sum was one 
which had a reference to the duty which the Com- 
mittee had to perform to the public. He admitted^ 
indeed, with the Right Hon. Gentleman opposite 
to him (Mr. Windham), that the House of Com- 
mons wer^ not guardians merely of the public purse^ 
but they were guardians also of the interests of 
the public, and certainly^ as such, would do well 
to encourage inventions for the preservation of 
the public healthy which formed a very material 
part of the public interest^ and by that consider- 
ation alone, he should be led to vote the larger 
sum proposed ; but he confessed that, under all 
circumstances, he did not think himscJf justified 
In recommendittg it to the Committee as a fit 
Ihing to vote this large sum. When he recol- 
lected that the value of the invention was beyond 
ail calculation^ and when he considered the extent 

o of 
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i»f the merit of Dr. Jenner^ he esnfetteAit lAif 
peinful to him to o{ipoae eny ftum of flaondy/how« 
ever large it might be : but when he reflected that 
the Doctor must hme other advantages besidee 
tbia vot^^ that the pr^ce of the Doctor vmM 
neeesaanly be very mueh extended, thea be thoogfat 
tiie lesser sum was that to which the Committae 
ought to assent. What had been saiid on thisr 
subject of the loasee of Dr. Jenner^ in the imrsutt 
of this discovery, he ccmcetved to be inaecmatei 
vith reference to the Report of the Committofi^ 
He believed that losses had he&\ confbuaded with 
eKpenses ; it appeared that the Doctor had beeii 
at considerable expenses ia this pursuit, but fhem 
VfAs no evidence of hia having sustained any hisseas 
In a word^ if he did not think that Dr. Jennw 
would gain other great advantages from this vote^ 
beside the vote itself^ he should think bimadl 
ealled upon to vote for the larger aurh ; but being; 
entirelj^ convinced that he would have many othcir 
advantages, and to a great extent^ he found Hm^ 
self bound to declare his opinioQ iil fevour of ther 
lesser sum* In saying this^ he was rather punsu*^ 
mg the sense he had of his. public duty, than bi% 
fiiwn feelings ; were he to give Way to his fedingQ^: 
be might assent to any sum, but that was w>t tbA 
ixmrse to be followed by men in tho disit^arge o£ 
dieir public duty. He had^ however^ the> mti&^ 
Action to reflect, that this discussion had givea 
to I^. Jenner a reward that would last for ever^ 

and 



ttid aTI6 that the oomfbrt of his family would be 
amply provided for in his extended practice^ by 
ttitAM of the sanction of that House. 

Mr. Cbst said, that from the tenour of the 
Ki^^ht Hon. Gentleman*s ^)eech, from his owning 
Chat this discovery conferred so many benefits ou 
mankind, he hoped he would have concluded by 
Concurring with the Amendment. The import- 
ance df the discovery no one could doubt ; some 
difficulty might itideed be made with regard to the 
extent of the remuneration. We should not in 
tiiis be too much guided by a view to the expenses 
incurred, lest we should run the risk of rather 
giving an indemnification than a rewards He had 
heard no good reason given for limiting the sum 
to ^10,000. He conceived there was no fear 
of its becoming a dangerous precedent, as sudi 
discoveries were not made every day. The Ri^t 
Hon. Gentleman had said, that Dr. Jenner would 
find a reward in his own conscious benevolenoe. 
This, indeed, might afford much gratification to 
him ; but it ill became the House to diminish thdr 
reward, because his merit was of such a nature as 
to yield gratification to benevolent feelings. As 
to the vote of the House increasing his practice, 
he saw no reason to expect such a consequence, 
when every thing attending the vaccine inoculation 
had been rendered so easy by Dr. JenneKs gene-^ 
rous communications. All these circumstances 
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considered^ he. hoped the House would vote for 
^20,000^ or at least ^15,000. 

jidmiral Bbrkelby said that he had fixed upon 
the sum of ^10,000, not from any idea of its 
being adequate ; and therefore as a larger sum had 
been moved for^ he should consider himself as 
quite at liberty to vote for it. 

Mr. WiLBERPORCE stated that Dr. Jenner.had 
been engaged in completing this discovery upwards 
of twenty years ; that to the prosecution of it 
he had devoted that time and those talents which 
he might hdVe tut-ned to greater emolument by 
general practice. He was not to be considered as 
an adventurer who tnight hope by this discovery 
to push himself into practice. He had attained 
celebrity in his profession, artd an extensive prac- 
tice, which he had sacrificed to completing this 
discbvetyi There was hot a likelihood of his re- 
gaining what in this way he had lost, as many 
others had from his eomrtiunications acquired sudh 
a complete knowledge of the vaaiine inoculation 
as to be employed with equal confidence. Nor 
Was It likely that he would acquire a general prac- 
tice, as many would be led to suppose that by his 
exclusive attention to vaccine inoculation he had 
become less skilful in other parts of medicine. In 
every view he thought the larger sum ought to be 
voted. 

Mr. CotRTENAY said, it apj^eared 40,000 men 

were 
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were annually preserved to the state by Dr. Jenner*s 
discovery ; now in former times every individual 
was reckoned worth forty shillings a year to the 
revenue : if therefore we suppose the value of hu- 
man beings to keep pace with other articles^ we 
must now suppose the value of each to be at least 
^5 a year^ By this computation Dr. Jenner 
brought into the Exchequer ^200,000 annually, 
and it was hard if out of that sum we did not 
allow him ^20,000. 

The question was then put, that the words 
^^ Ten thousand Pounds** do stand part of the re- 
solution ; when the Committee divided. 

Ayes - 59 — ^Noes - 56 — ^Majority - 3. 
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DuBiKd the sitting of the G>inmittee letters were 
received from professional and other gentlemen, 
some mentioning their being foiled in their ende^ 
yours to give security to the constitution from the 
3maU-pox by vaccine inoculation^ others huiting 
that the inoculation of the cow-pox was knowa 
in dairies previous to Dr. Jenner's experiments. 
As it may be proper that they should not be alto- 
gether passed over in silence, we shall make a few 
short observations upon them. 

The first instance mentioned in these letters 
is of a marine inoculated at Portsmouth by Mr. 
Rickman, surgeon of the Portsmouth division of 
marines^ in the year 1800. 

It need only be remarked that vaccine inocula- 
tion was then in its infancy, and that Mr. Rickman, 
like many others who took it up at that early pe- 
riod, was inexperienced in the practice, as appears 
by the evidence of Dr. Lind (see page 1 26) . With 
this little experience it is scarcely possible Mr. 

Rickman 
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Hickman should be able accurately to distinguish 
between the perfect and imperfect pustule. 

The next instance is that of an old woman 
named Sarath Dyer, vAio said she fedeived the 
small-pox by inoculation^ after catching the cow- 
pox from the cow. Cases of this kind require no 
farther comment than that given by Dr. Jenner in 
his evidence delivered to the Committee. (See p. J 

to 7.) ' 

Then follows a letter from Mr. R. B. Slater/ sur- 
geon, of High Wycomb^ who mentkmt Irid flt tue^ 
con in nccination, but in a manner extmndy 
vigue. First be says^ ^^ The infection Vi^iMti ptXK 
Aaoed this fiiilore waa sent me ftom town by n 
person whs m$mred me be reoeiv^ it fimn Mf. 
Jenner, brother to the Doctor'' Thia person^s ait- 
aarance was erroneons ; Dr. Jenner hat n^ ^^Aef^ 
not any telative of tiie name who hioculatfls in 
London* Secondly, ai a proof that two children 
out of four, vaccinated with this matter^ rtnHlj 
seceivcd the small-pox two years nfteri he says> 
^^ The most striking proof of this fuA isy that 
odiers were inoculated from them, mA had the 
disease rather in a heav^ degree*^ This account 
is. not sufficiently precise. We are not told whe- 
ther the two children alluded to had secondaiy 
pctstules, or whether the efiect cS the small-pox 
inocolation was confined to the arms. That a 
person who has undei^one the smaU-pox may for 
eitrer be exposed to its conlagionf without My c&it* 
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^litutional effect, y^ on his being inoculated after- 
wards it may produce a pustule containiog t/am/mi 
matter so correctly^ as to be fit for the purposes 
of inoculation^ is a ftct that is^ or at least ought 
to be, well known to the fiiculty in genecal. The 
vaccinated patient in this respect standa in the same 
situation as the variolated. 
^ Mr. Grosvenor^ surgeon^ of Oxford^ IbOaim 
Mr. Slater. He allies that two children inoco« 
kted fcnr the cow-pox by a young gentleman^ a 
pupil of his, received the small-pox a tew mootfaa 
after. This was in the year I80i. Theae caaea 
tell their own tale, and scarcely need a renpik* 
if one vaccinates his thotaamh, and on exposure 
to the small-pQ3i^5 finds them all secure^ and ano* 
ther inoculatea d(nly tmo, and they are both found 
inaecure, what is the inference } Why, that the 
]POung gentteman in question was incompetent to 
conduct the business^ either from not being pro- 
perly circumspect in the choice of his matter^. or 
anfficiently experienced to xiiscriminate between a 
perfect and imperfect pustule ■ one of the priiip- 
dpal circumstances upon which the success of the 
practice depends. Perhaps the most satis&ctory 
eooamentary that can be given on Mr. Grosveiior'a 
latter is^ his having renewed the vaccine practice"^ 
a convincing proof that he now confesses its effir 
caey. It has been said too that Mr. Slater has 
again taken it up^ but of this we are not positively 

certain. 
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certain. (See Dr. Wairt letters respecting the 
Oxford caiea, p. 167.) 

Mr. Nootb, iurgeoHi of Bath, closes the short 
list of adverse correspondence, so fiur as regards 
the preventive powers of cow«poa. He noentions 
his having inoculatedi with efllect, the small-pox 
on those who had the cow-pox from the cow 1 and 
bis having seen a child at Bath who had tlie 
smalUpx after being vaccinated. Dr. Jenner*s 
evidence is g suiHciont comment on the first state- 
ment (see page 3) \ and it is presumed Mr. CufTs 
(see page 80) will weaken the credit due to the 
second. 

These were succeeded by some letters whoso 
authors attempted to take from Dr. Jenner the 
merits of the ditcovery. But so futile did they 
appear, so like the dust on the bolanoie^ when op- 
posed to the vast weight of evidence laid before 
the Committee in support of the Doctor*s claim, 
that they attached no consequence to it, nor did 
it excite the least notice among the Members ofi 
the House of Commons in their debate on the sub- 
ject. 

The first from Mr. Nicholas Bragge (see his 
letter to Sir William Elford, Bart. p. iftp) telU 
US, that it is more than thirty years since he first 
made experiments, and proved the cow-pox to be 
a preservative against the small-pox. He insi» 
nuates that Dr. Jenner is not the onty person 
entitled to a reward for tlic discovery. Whq the. 

others 
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othdrd are we are at a loss to conjecture* Mn 
Bra<;:ge surely cannot mean to rank himself in 
iliat number ; for if a person makes a discovery 
calculated to meliorate the sufferings of his fellow^ 
creatures, and withholds its benefits from the 
world, certainly he cannot claim that reward 
which vi*ould be otherwise due to his merit. Tlie 
fact is, Mr. Bragge, like many other practitioners 
in the west of England, had noticed the prophy- 
lactic powers of tlie disease when conmiunicated 
from tlie cow to the milkers { but the thought of 
renckring it subservient to tlie great purpose for 
which it is now applied, originated entirely with 
Dr. Jenner. 

The Rev. Herman Drew savs to the Committee 
(see page l6o), '^ Df. Jenner is no more the dis^ 
ooverer of the oow-|>ox and its ejects that I aiii«*^ 
Mr. Drew would unquestionably not have made 
this observation^ if he had previously noticed Dr« 
Jenner's publications on the subject^ in whidi he 
had always declared it to have been kno\\*n time 
immemorial! But what had been known? No^ 
thing that produced any advofUage to mankind i 
all u*as confusion. The nature of the disorder 
was involved in such obscurity, that no one had 
ever attempted to develope it, until tlic zeal and 
perseverance of Dr. Jmner so worked upon the 
rude materials, that he gave them the regularity 
and order in which even to this day they remain. 
Itie obstacles and perplexities he had to contend 

with 
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with are in some mesiurc shewn in hii evidence 
before the Committee. 

So difficult did he fmd it to persuade even h\» 
most particular medical friends to turn their 
thoughts towards it, that, although he oftrn 
brought up the subject for discussion in medicil 
socictiei) which met in the west of Engbind, and 
used every effort to prevail on them to lend their 
asAistanre in the prosecution of the inquiry, yeC 
it was always rejected chiefly on the ground of 
^ the impracticabUity of tucertaining the carret^ 
from the incorrect kind of cow^ox.'' To these 
societies uIho he communicated the idea of inocii#- 
lating tiio disease. But even were Mr. Oardner^i 
important evidence (see page 18ft) with respect to 
the original invention wholly omitted, it would 
not in the least aftect Dr. Jenner*s title to it t for 
it would argue a most extraordinary want of com-' 
mon intellectual discernment in the people wka 
conduct i\\e cbiiries, if, among so birge a mass, 
flosnci who bore witness to the preservetiye power* 
of the cow-pox, should not have been induced ttf 
make a rude kind of inoculation, by applying the*' 
virus intentionally, seeing that little mon than eon^ 
mcf was necessary to proiluce it. In fiu^t, every case' 
of cow-pox, whether termed natoraf, that is, from 
immodiate contact with the teat of the cow, or 
vsbctiier producxHl according ta the easy process 
suggeiTted by Dr. JenniT, is a case at inoculation* 
• It was a«»touislufig to sac with what asHiduit3r 
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some of those gentlemen adverse to Dr. Jenner's 
claim of remuneration, employed themselves ti| 
seeking for evidence to weaken it. Finding no- 
thing that could affect hi& claim among the living, 
the ashes of the dead were raked up ! Among the 
papers of the late Mr. Naisb, surgeon^ were in- 
deed found some vague accounts of the cow-pox^ 
IB its natural state upon the cow^ ending in a pre^ 
diction that it migfu be made a preservative against 
the tm^-pox. Not a single case however of 
vaociiM inoculation did these pqmrs contain 1'^ ^ 
yet it was insinuated that tbey did; and among 
i^ierSy thai of Mr. Nt^ish's own sen. 

The friends of Dr. Jenner have sinc6 thoogfat 
it worth whik to make inquiry into the truth of 
tliis statement. The pbeusai. of the Focxowiirq 
Z.BTTBB9 for which we are indebted to Dr. Bov^ 
of Shaftesboiy^ will serve to shew the matter in its 
true light. 

* Tl^ KSi4er uTcqinctM to ftiCcr fiv a de^ aad dedit 
taMon of Dr. Pearson's observatioos oa Uiis part of the sul^ec^ 
contained in his ^ Examinadon of the Report of Dr. Jenner's 
ClainMy'' to a pamphlet published by Hemy Hlcks^ Esq. otkcdt 
thedcpqtirKeiitcnadls flM: the county of Gkmccstcr ; and to anof 
ther pamphlet equally clear aoddedaive by Mr^Greaqet^ an cmi« 
neat sui;geon at Bath. 
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Copt ^ d Lettetjhm Dr. Pbw to M. CntAit* 

qf Bath. 

^aftcfbUrfi i4tli df'Oct 1803. 
'^ DBAB 8XR^ 

^' Agreeably to your requfest I luive taken an 
opportunity of examining the arm of Mr. Naishi 
•on of my predecessor^ the late Mr. Naish^ sur- 
geon^ of this place, and also the arm of Mr, Abra- 
ham Matthew, who was inoculated by Mr. Naiah 
on the same day, with the same lancet, and with 
some of the same matter with which he inoculated 
his own sons ; and this was done at the particular 
request of Mrs. Matthew, who told Mr. Naish 
that if he inoculated her son with the same small* 
pox matter with which he inoculated bis own chii* 
dren, she should have the best of all possible se* 
curities that it was taken from a proper person < 
This information I had some time ago from Mrsi 
Naish, and this ver^ morning I accidentally met 
Mrs. Adams (late the above Mrs. Matthew), ahd 
took the opportunity of asking her respecting the 
inoculation of her son, who told me that she never 
had the most distant idea that the matter with 
la^hich her son and Mr. Naish's children were in- 
oculated was at all different from smalf-pox matter} 
that her son was extremely ill ih breeding the small- 
pox (as she supposed it to be) ; that he bad fnore 
than 3()0 pustules ; that she recollected nothing 
diflferent in tliesc from the pustulea of a child of 
5 hers 
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her^, $i|Fice ippdul^ted fof the smallrpoxby me ; pxiA 
(that 9 great niunber of perwns, wnie of them hcr 
fielatipns, were ipopalQt^d by Mr. Nuish at the tame 
time on account of the small-pox's raging nmytr^ 
sally at that time in the town, all of whom, as she 
f^r(^h€nic}8| sicji^pe^ for the SfpalUpox in the usual 
Pfiaimer, aiid had inpre or fewer variolous pustulifi^i 
With r^p^( tP thfs. late Mr^. Scammcl and 
Mrs* V^wkGTy both q( whom have bf^eu my pit 
^p^^, 9p4 vfhf>m it has be»m inferred from Mt. 
j^Iaj«^*S p^p^s were inoculated by him for the 
pow-f>Q^5 I h^ve clearly asicertained to have been 
^th jnpculf^vt^ for the small-pox, and the slight- 
j^s3 of the eifopt evidently aro^e from their having 
i4km t^ cpw-pox wheQ girls by milking their 
l^ther'9 cowSi which fact J have learned frox^ 
yarmftr Phillips, thf.^ brotlwr of both ; and from 
l^armer Scamiii^el, the widower of the late Mrs. 
jSfcfiipiDel- If ^ny farther investigation which it 
may hfi in Riy power tP make should be deemed 
necessary, you may cg9)inand the impartial ex* 
ortiops dfj 

f^ Yottr &hhfu)^ obedient Servant, 

" R. PfiwV 

' Sf J^^ B, J; i|»^ not hfi jmprppnr to mention, thst 
(^ ti\ifi^ tim^, ^|rs. is^c^\m«^ ^.'^^ inooulated by Mr. 
j(4f|^sh for the small-pox, six or seven of her chil- 
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dren were also inoculated, all of whom had more 
or fewer pustules, although she herself escaped 
with the slight affection of the arm Mr. Naish 
recorded.'* 

To follow Dr. Pearson through the whole of his 
evidence, would occupy too much time ; but 
there is one part so materially incorrect, that it is 
necessary it should be particularly noticed. Dr. 
Pearson asserted before the Committee (see page 
lap), that after Dr. Jenner*s book was published 
in May or June 1798, there was a suspension of 
vaccine inoculation till January J 7 99; for that 
neither Dr. Jenner nor any other person that he 
could find, was in possession of matter till that 
period^ when he obtained information that it had 
broken out in two of the cow stables near London. 
The reader lias only to contrast this assertion with 
the following passage extracted verbatim from Dr» 
Jenner*s second work on the cow-pox, published 
in the beginning of the year 1799- 

" The cow-pox appeared at a farm in the vil- 
lage of Stonehouse in this county, about MichaeU 
mas last (i.e. J 798), and continued gradually to 
pass from one cow to another till the end of 
November. On the 26th of that month some 
ichorous matter was taken from a cow and dried 
upon a ^uilL On the 2d of December ^raie of 
it was inserted into a scratch (made so superficial 

thai 
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that tio. blood appeared) on the arm of Su«aii^ 
Phipps, a child seven years old.** 

Dr, JenncT then goes on describing the pro- 
gress of the disease in this subjecti and that Mr. 
p. *, a neighbouring surgeon, took matter from 
her arm ; which in point of fact gave rise to a se- 
ries of inoculations. Dr. Jenner afterwards men- 
tions the case of Mary Heam, who was inocu- 
lated also from matter taken from Susan Phipps* 
This erroneous statement Dr. Pearson has had va^ 
rioiis opportunities of correcting ; but instead of 
doing so, he has gone on in a variety of publica- 
tions, echoing tlie very words lie pronounced in the 
Commiltee Room^ and entire!}' omitting to notice 

the WIIOLK OP THIS PART OF Dr. JeNNER'jJ COM* 

MUM CATIONS. What must be the feelings of the 
candid and impartial on conduct like this ? 

Dr. Rowley asserts (see page 115), that he salt 
twa children in tlie srnall-pox after having beei| 
inoculated with the cow-pox the preceding autumu 
1800; by Dr. Williams and myself, as the &ther 
of the children informed him. On this I shall 
only observe, that I never inoculated the chUdren 
alluded to i and I hxrve atultority to state also ikql 
Dr. JtWicTns had nothing tq do with their mocu^ 
7athn. t)r. Wall's letter to the Committeq sufEU 
cicDtly shews Dr. Rowley's misrepresentatioo of 
t})is matter ; nor should t have conceived \t worthy 

* ^. Savic, fttrgeofi^ of Strou^ in Oloocesterdiirel 
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6f ferthfer hotici', if I did hot feel liiy character 
m some degree implicated by a statement so dia« 
metrically oj^posite to that contained in my own 
ividence> rianiely, that t had inoculated three tlwu^ 
iandpersonk without metting with one nr\favoUrahle 
tiue. 

t>r. Moseley calls the cow-pox a novelty in 
medicine (sec pa'ge 39), arid thinks it requires 
fn6i^e time than had elapsed to form a correct opi- 
iiiori oh its rherits. It was not so great a novelty 
as Dr. Moseley imagines. He seems not to have 
fceeh afcquairited with the length of time that 
passed during Dr. Jenner's investigation, and the 
intent of his experiments. He intimates an opi- 
nion of the imperfection of the cow-pox ; and it 
18 pretty clear from his answers to the questions 
put to him from the Chair, that he was entirely 
ighoraht of the phenomena of the disease. To 
the present time we are doomed to hear opinions 
IHcorrectly formed in like manner without proper 
Attention to the nature of the subject It 

'tfirit years have now elapsed since the inquiry 
li(^bk place in the House of Commons. ^ During 
this interval the practice of vaccine Inoculation 
Mtt liprtad so widely, that it. may be said to em- 
H^raJcJe nearly the whole of the civilized part of the 
p6bfe— & convincing proof of its efficacy ; and 
a decisive argument against those little efForta that 
•prihg up AT HOME to impede its progresa ; efforts 

that 
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that can only be made by the ignorant, the niisin^- 
formed, the prejudiced, the interested, or the 
malevolent. 

No one possessing an accurate knowledge of 
the laws and agencies of the vaccine and variolous 
matter on the human constitution, can possibly 
read the papers of the few individuals who still 
continue to oppose the progress of vaccination, 
without lamehting their publication, as they tend 
so much to delude the common people ; — ^the phi- 
lanthropist however will rejoice that these mis- 
chievous clamours must, ere long, be completely 
drowTied in the loud and general voice of an ap- 
proving world. 
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Printed by S. Gosuell, Little Queea Stfeet. 
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ERRATA. 

jPafe I, for Rtptt^ ^r. read. Evidence. 
— > 39 line 6, for •ther, rndy thers. 
•— 33> — * I9 tot Jnpitfy read, Jifrm. 

— 3 z , ac the bottom of the page^ ibr Apptn£x^ read» Sufpkmntf. 
*- 39» at the bottom^ for Appendix^ read> Ohufwaham, &c. 

— 899 line 5f dele iemiaUm, ' 

— i04» at the bottom of the page dele AppemtUx* 

— I05» at the bottom, for Apptndix^ utA^ Smpphmeaf* ^ 
'— 1 149 line i%t for smali-piif read, cvW'f9tt» 

— • ib. — 33 y for c§W'Pm, ready immU'-f^Mk 

— f i5y at the bottom of the page dele ApptmRa, 
— 14^, line 14, before rtiurntdf insert, thej^ vnte. 

** i55> " H» ^^ comma alter amiin, and insert it after mt0m* 
•>— 1889 -^ 6, for imf^Htkaify, read, imfoHtkfy. 
In pages i4i9, i4>» I43» 2S5» ftr i^axA, ica4» ATiiJiy^. 
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